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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WILSON of Ohio).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 6, 2010.

I hereby appoint the Honorable CHARLES A.
WILSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

Pastor Tim Alexander, Smith
Springs Church of Christ, Nashville,
Tennessee, offered the following pray-
er:

0, God, hear the weary prayers of my
beloved Nashville. The floods have
moved houses off their foundations. O,
God, be the foundation of our hope to
rebuild; comfort and sustain us. As the
waters recede, let our energies rise as
we work together.

0, God, from this place, a young man,
Bradley, 21 just yesterday, from our
church, was sent to war. Today, in his
country’s service, Bradley moves in
harm’s way. Give him courage. Grant
his leaders wisdom. Bring him home
safe and whole. O, God, bless his par-
ents, Angie and David. Bless his grand-
parents, Gerald and Lynne and Bettye.
Grant them a measure of peace even as
he is in danger.

As words have weight, even much
more do the names of our sons and
daughters have precious worth. Many
sons and daughters who bear our names
have been sent from this place. You
know their names, O, God, and ours.
Grant all who command them to be
aware of them and of their families and
of their names. Grant that leadership
is ever tender to people with names.

This I pray in the name of Your Son,
Jesus.
Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
CAPPS) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. CAPPS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 5148. An act to amend title 39, United
States Code, to clarify the instances in
which the term ‘‘census’” may appear on
mailable matter.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 3111. An act to establish the Commission
on Freedom of Information Act Processing
Delays.

WELCOMING PASTOR TIM
ALEXANDER
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COOPER) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, we are
honored to have here today Minister
Tim Alexander from Nashville, Ten-
nessee, to offer a prayer for Nashville
and for this House.

Minister Alexander is a remarkable
man. He and his wife, Polly, have been
married for 26 years. They have two
wonderful children: Abby and Ethan.
Mr. Alexander has administered the
flock at Smith Springs Church of
Christ now since 1999 and has been a
preacher of the gospel since 1984. He
does much good work outside the
church for victims of child sexual
abuse and for victims of crime in gen-
eral, so we are deeply honored to have
Tim Alexander with us today.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
JACKSON LEE of Texas). The Chair will
entertain up to five requests for 1-
minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

———
FINANCIAL REFORM

(Mr. GUTIERREZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Madam Speaker,
the old joke around Congress is that
the Senate is Washington’s legislative
hospice: a place where good bills and
ideas go to die a slow and quiet death.

I had really hoped that, given the ne-
cessity for financial reform today, this
joke would have been proven wrong.
Unfortunately, many of the reforms
passed in the Wall Street Reform and
Consumer Protection Act of 2009, in-
cluding strong consumer protections
and much-needed reforms to the indus-
try, are being watered down.

The latest victim of this appease-
ment and the most egregious example
of the Senate’s appeasement strategy
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for Wall Street lobbyists is here, which
is the removal this week of the dissolu-
tion fund. I made sure that this dis-
solution fund was included in the
House bill. It was intended to act much
like your car insurance by discour-
aging risky behavior.

Let’s say that a bank like Goldman
Sachs drove a new Ferrari down the
road with little regard for traffic or
public safety. It would then be assessed
more in fees to the fund than a bank
that drives safely and observes all the
posted signals.

Think again. Under the new plan in
the Senate, Goldman can drive its
Ferrari any way it wants, and when it
crashes, the American public will have
to pay.

——————

59TH CELEBRATION OF OUR
NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, today
is the 59th celebration of the National
Day of Prayer.

Like most Americans, I believe that
the effective and fervent prayer of a
righteous man availeth much, and
what is true of individuals is also true
of nations.

The truth is that America has always
been a Nation of prayer. Pilgrims re-
lied on prayer during their first and
darkest winter. Our Founding Fathers
prayed during the Continental Con-
gress in 1776. President Lincoln offered
his famous proclamation for humility,
fasting, and prayer at the height of the
Civil War, and President Truman
named the National Day of Prayer in
1952.

Sadly, voluntary prayer has been
under attack of late. It has been driven
from our public schools and from our
graduation ceremonies by activist
courts. Just last month, a Federal
court declared this National Day of
Prayer to be unconstitutional. That
ruling ignored our history, our tradi-
tions, and it should be overturned.

During these days of challenge for
American families at home and abroad,
on this National Day of Prayer, let it
be said now more than ever: we are a
Nation of prayer.

SUPPORTING OUR VETERANS AND
THE ARC LEGISLATION

(Mr. WILSON of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, this week, I introduced the Appa-
lachian Veterans Outreach Improve-
ment Act to improve access to services
and benefits for veterans in Appa-
lachia. My legislation would authorize
a cooperative agreement between the
Secretary of the VA and the Appa-
lachian Regional Commission, or ARC.

In rural districts like mine, veterans
often lack the access and resources
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necessary to receive the benefits and
services that they have earned. Vet-
erans in Appalachia encounter difficult
obstacles, like having to travel great
distances to get service. This legisla-
tion would highlight ARC’s unique un-
derstanding of the Appalachian region,
and it would allow the VA to work with
the ARC to provide technical assist-
ance to our veterans.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
standing up for this rural veterans act.

———

NICOLE—KIDNAPPED

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
Brazil has become a haven for stolen
children from the United States. There
are over 50 Kkidnapped -children in
Brazil.

Fox News 26 in Houston, Texas, first
brought attention to the story of one
little girl who was stolen from her fa-
ther—my friend and constituent,
Marty Pate. Marty lives in Crosby,
Texas, and he has not seen his daugh-
ter, Nicole, in 4 years. Her mother,
Monica, is a native of Brazil. She took
Nicole on a trip there in 2006, and she
never came back.

Legal documents from Texas give
Marty joint custody, and international
law requires Brazil to return Nicole to
America. Marty wants to see his
daughter and have her visit her family
in the United States, but officials in
Brazil are still stonewalling and are ig-
noring their legal duty.

Our State Department must pressure
Brazil to follow its international trea-
ty obligations, and Brazil must stop
sanctioning the kidnapping of Amer-
ican children.

Marty has the right to be reunited
with his kidnapped daughter, Nicole.

And that’s just the way it is.

—————

GULF OF MEXICO OIL SPILL

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, it is
painfully clear that BP’s gulf oil spill
could dwarf any environmental dis-
aster in our Nation’s history.

This tragedy has claimed 11 lives. It
has contaminated the water with mil-
lions of gallons of oil, and it is impact-
ing the livelihoods of all who make
their living from the gulf’s resources.
But this disaster will be all the more
tragic if we fail to learn from it.

The first steps, of course, are to stop
the leaks, to contain the spill, and to
attend to the devastating consequences
of the explosion and of its aftermath.
The Obama administration swiftly re-
sponded to the BP disaster from day
one. It mobilized the government’s re-
sources to minimize the harm on the
health, economy, and the environment
of the coast. Now it is time to ensure
the complete scrutiny of this horrible
environmental disaster.
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Today, I am introducing legislation
to establish an independent commis-
sion to examine the causes of the BP
disaster and to make recommendations
to prevent future tragedies. I urge my
colleagues to join me in this effort to
make sure a disaster like this never
happens again.

———

SUDAN

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, Sudan—
genocide—Kkilling. Many of the house-
hold names once engaged on Sudan
have moved on to the next cause while
the refrain ‘‘never again’ echoes faint-
ly, but the desperation in Darfur’s
camps is still a reality.

The CPA which ended Khartoum’s
brutal 20-year civil war with the south
where 2.1 million perished—and where
mainly Christians died—hangs in the
balance. Against this backdrop, the ad-
ministration’s policy is languishing.

There is an immediate need for re-
newed, principled leadership on Sudan
at the highest levels—leadership which
is clear-eyed about the history of the
internationally indicted war criminal
at the helm in Khartoum. These are
the people who gave safe haven to
Osama bin Laden from 1991 to 1996.

President Obama must empower Sec-
retary Clinton and Ambassador Rice to
take control of this faltering policy.
Time is running out. Lives hang in the
balance. A stalemate policy in Sudan is
not an option. President Obama must
act.

————
TAX EXTENDERS/RAIL

(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, im-
proving our rail infrastructure isn’t
just about getting people and goods
from here to there faster and more effi-
ciently. It is the heart of regional eco-
nomic development, connecting com-
munities, businesses, consumers, and
producers to foster the kind of eco-
nomic growth and job creation we as a
Nation need.

Our short line railroads are at the
center of this, but because the Tax Ex-
tenders Act of 2009 has not been en-
acted into law, they have been unable
to plan vital maintenance work this
construction season. The section 45G
short line railroad tax credit included
in this bill generates 6.9 million work
hours of rail maintenance-of-way each
year—the equivalent of more than 3,300
full-time jobs nationwide, not to men-
tion the tens of thousands of jobs in
America’s steel and timber industries
that make railroad ties and steel rail.

Our short line railroads are too im-
portant to our economic recovery to
neglect them any longer. It is time for
both the House and the Senate to come



May 6, 2010

to an agreement so we can put Ameri-
cans back to work and so we can keep
our railroads operating smoothly.

—
0 1015

AMERICANS SUPPORT
IMMIGRATION LAWS

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, after days of a national media
pounding the new Arizona immigration
law and highlighting demonstrations
against it, guess what? The number of
Americans who describe illegal immi-
gration as a serious problem actually
increased; and 78 percent feel that the
Federal Government should do more to
stop illegal immigration, according to
a New York Times poll.

Another recent poll found that 84
percent of Americans are concerned
that illegal immigrants burden schools,
hospitals, and government services; 77
percent say that illegal immigration
drives down wages; and 89 percent, 89
percent, feel it is important to halt the
flow of illegal immigrants, a USA
Today poll found just a couple of days
ago.

So despite the media bias against im-
migration laws, the American people
still overwhelmingly want to secure
the border, save jobs for those in the
country legally, and reduce the burden
of illegal immigration.

———

DON'T ASK, DON'T TELL

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, the
Secretary of Defense has asked Con-
gress not to repeal Don’t Ask, Don’t
Tell until the Pentagon has another
year to review the policy.

With all due respect, we’ve been re-
viewing the policy since its implemen-
tation in 1993. To paraphrase the words
of Dr. Martin Luther King, here are
some reasons why we can’t wait:

Another year of dismissals will add
to the 13,500 who have already been
fired under the law since 1994. Another
year will reduce the ranks of mission-
critical troops and linguists, harming
our national security. Another year
will mean we will continue to allow
young patriots to lose their lives for us
but not allow them to live the lives
they choose.

Our troops agree, our allies agree,
and leaders of our Nation agree we
must repeal this policy now. Dr. King
wrote: ‘“The time is always right to do
what is right.”

Madam Speaker, that is why we can’t
wait.

———
THE COOKIE LADY

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
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dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, while they are coura-
geously serving our great Nation over-
seas, America’s brave men and women
in uniform are receiving sweet treats
from South Carolina’s Ms. Janet Cram,
the Cookie Lady.

Ms. Cram, a Hilton Head Island resi-
dent, has organized Treat the Troops, a
baking program to send delicious cook-
ies to troops in harm’s way.

She doesn’t act alone in this endeav-
or. Her friends, also known as Crumbs,
help her prepare the packages and bat-
ter. Baking over 2 million cookies for
our troops, Jeanette and her Crumbs
started this process in 1990 during the
gulf war.

America is in a new era in which our
soldiers are working around the world
protecting American families at home
by preventing additional acts of ter-
rorism. It is uplifting to know that in-
dividuals like Jeanette and her Crumbs
are doing their part to help our troops
and sweeten their days.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.

Congratulations on the success of the
National Day of Prayer. Welcome,
Franklin Graham, to Capitol Hill.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5019, HOME STAR EN-
ERGY RETROFIT ACT OF 2010

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 1329 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1329

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5019) to pro-
vide for the establishment of the Home Star
Retrofit Rebate Program, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce. After general debate
the bill shall be considered for amendment
under the five-minute rule. It shall be in
order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
Energy and Commerce now printed in the
bill. The committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived except those arising under
clause 10 of rule XXI. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
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such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived except those arising under clause 9 or
10 of rule XXI. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. The Chair may entertain a motion
that the Committee rise only if offered by
the chair of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce or his designee. The Chair may
not entertain a motion to strike out the en-
acting words of the bill (as described in
clause 9 of rule XVIII).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California is recognized
for 1 hour.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All
time yielded during consideration of
the rule is for debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous materials into the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, House Resolution
1329 provides a structured rule for con-
sideration of H.R. 5019, the Home Star
Energy Retrofit Act. The rule waives
all points of order against consider-
ation of the bill, except those arising
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI, and
provides that the bill be considered as
read.

The rule waives all points of order
against the bill itself. The rule makes
in order the eight amendments printed
in the Rules Committee report and
waives all points of order against those
amendments except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The rule pro-
vides one motion to recommit with or
without instructions.

The rule provides that the Chair may
entertain a motion that the Committee
rise only if offered by the chair of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce
or a designee. The Chair may not en-
tertain a motion to strike out the en-
acting words of the bill.

Madam Speaker, I rise this morning
in strong support of the rule for the
Home Energy Retrofit Act and the un-
derlying bipartisan legislation.
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I would like to applaud Chairman
WAXMAN, Representative WELCH, Rep-
resentative EHLERS, and my fellow col-
leagues on the Energy and Commerce
Committee for their hard work on
bringing this important bill to the
floor today.

Madam Speaker, as our Nation moves
toward a more energy-efficient econ-
omy, it is critical that we adopt poli-
cies that enable us to become the world
leader in promoting smart energy use
and manufacturing energy-efficient
products.

As our Nation continues its economic
recovery, we must continue to focus on
job creation. By increasing energy effi-
ciency, we will not only create jobs and
incentivize the emerging clean tech-
nology industry but also reduce carbon
pollution and cut costs for customers.

H.R. 5019 would increase residential
efficiency and create almost 170,000
jobs nationwide, thereby reducing the
current 25 percent unemployment rate
in the construction sector. Specifi-
cally, it would authorize a Silver Star
rebate program, which would allow
homeowners to buy and install more
affordable energy-efficient products.
The bill would do this by providing re-
bates of up to $1,500 for the installation
of energy-efficient improvements, in-
cluding upgraded installation, duct
sealing replacements, and installation
of storm windows and energy-saving
doors.

This legislation would also authorize
the Gold Star rebate program, which
would provide rebates of up to $3,000 to
those who make their entire homes at
least 20 percent more energy efficient.
As a result, the bill will have a mean-
ingful long-term impact on energy use
in communities across our country.

Recent estimates indicate that more
than 3 million families would partici-
pate in a program like this. Such a par-
ticipation rate would save these fami-
lies $9.2 billion on their energy bills
over the next 10 years, or the power
equivalent of 6.8 million gallons of
heating oil.

Madam Speaker, my hometown of
Sacramento is poised to be a national
leader in clean tech and energy effi-
ciency. Sacramento has received over
$200 million in energy efficiency and
clean technology grants through the
Recovery Act.

H.R. 5019 would build on the roughly
$11.8 million in Recovery Act invest-
ments that have already been delivered
to Sacramento to support energy au-
dits and energy efficiency retrofits in
residential and commercial buildings.
These allocations include $7.8 million
in Weatherization Assistance Program
funding, $19.9 million for the Sac-
ramento Municipal Utility District,
$16.6 million in municipal financing to
Sacramento County.

Madam Speaker, it is clear that the
Home Star bill is in keeping with our
Nation’s commitment to improve the
quality of our air, reduce our carbon
footprint, lower families’ energy bills,
and create green jobs. These are all
goals that my district has embraced.
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Like many areas of the country, Sac-
ramento has demonstrated great lead-
ership on energy efficiency and clean
technology. I have been organizing an
effort in the Sacramento region to en-
sure coordination and to advance the
energy efficiency and clean-tech indus-
try.

It is imperative that we make en-
ergy-efficient products a brand that
more and more Americans will pur-
chase. We are lagging behind China and
Germany in producing and exporting
clean energy products, and that is sim-
ply unacceptable.

That is why I recently introduced
H.R. 5616, legislation to boost clean-
technology exports from the United
States. The Home Star Energy Retrofit
Act would further expand the market
for energy-efficient products.

Madam Speaker, I again applaud
Chairman WAXMAN’s efforts to bring
this bill before the full House today. As
our economic recovery continues, it is
important that we continue to support
the Home Star program and other job
creation proposals. H.R. 5019 does not
represent the end of our work, but re-
flects another critical step forward for
the American people and for our envi-
ronment.

I thereby urge my colleagues to sup-
port the rule and the underlying legis-
lation.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for the extension of the time,
my friend from the Rules Committee,
whom I enjoy working with very much.

Madam Speaker, I rise in opposition
to this rule and the underlying bill.

Yesterday in the Rules Committee,
the Democrat majority once again shut
out good Republican ideas while rolling
15 Democratic amendments into the
manager’s amendment. These were 15
Democrat requests to add into the bill,
and the Rules Committee saw fit to get
that done for those Members of the
Democratic Party. This is not the way
to have an open, honest Congress, as
our Speaker, Nancy PELOSI, promised
in 2007.

Madam Speaker, what Republicans
are going to talk about today is a num-
ber of issues, but perhaps key among
them is the priority items that are on
this floor today that is about more
spending, more deficit spending, and
against the ideas that this Speaker and
the Democratic majority have talked
about, about paying for bills.

[ 1030

I think what we are going to learn
today, and as we move forward, is the
Democratic Party is having problems
making a decision about how they will
pay for these bills because we have had
so much massive spending, so many
new programs, that this majority is in-
capable of setting any priorities. In
other words, if you want something
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else, the public was sold, that the
Democrats would be open to taking it
from somewhere else and constantly
making prioritization. In fact, that’s
not true. What it’s all about is just
adding in more spending and more debt
without regard for making tough deci-
sions.

I disagree with that. I think it’s a
bad policy. I think if you say you are
going to require bills to be paid for
under PAYGO, you should do that.
Once again today we see where that is
not true with another bill on the floor
that is about spending more money.
One hundred percent deficit spending
in this bill.

Today I am also going to discuss
other issues. And it’s really about the
bill. This bill is too costly. It raises se-
rious questions about the Department
of Energy’s ability to effectively imple-
ment this program. And it will allow
the Federal Government to pick win-
ners and losers in the private sector
while all of these companies are trying
to take care of making us more effi-
cient, but then picking the winners and
losers.

H.R. 5019 would authorize $6.6 billion
for what I am going to call a cash for
caulkers program, $6.6 billion of new
deficit spending. This bill would pro-
vide tax rebates to participating con-
tractors and vendors who would per-
form qualifying energy-saving meas-
ures that meet efficiency and insula-
tion targets in Federal standards.
That’s a whole lot of words for a pro-
gram that in essence is too expensive,
unnecessary, and I believe a waste of
taxpayer dollars, especially at a time
when growing deficits are causing this
country to have failing markets and
confidence in this government.

Republicans strongly support legisla-
tion that promotes effective energy ef-
ficiency. But 150,000 jobs, as are being
talked about, for $6.6 billion on the
back of the American taxpayer is not a
good deal. It’s not a fair trade. And to
that point, the Democrats on the Rules
Committee all voted against allowing
my colleague Mr. LATTA, the gen-
tleman from Ohio, from even offering
his amendment on the House floor
today, which would have suspended the
provisions of this bill if it added to the
Federal deficit. This majority doesn’t
even want to have a conversation
about controlling spending. And that’s
why they will continue to shut out Re-
publican Members as they come to the
Rules Committee with wise, prudent,
and conservative ideas.

This 2-year program will be adminis-
tered through the Department of En-
ergy, which has already proven to be a
terrible manager of the $4.7 billion
from the economic stimulus weather-
ization program in which only 30,297
homes have been weatherized, about 5
percent of the stated overall goal of
more than 600,000. These are all, I am
sure, great ideas and lofty goals, but
it’s taxpayer spending, taxpayer
money, and more deficit spending.

The Home Star Energy Retrofit Pro-
gram will undoubtedly experience the
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same administrative problems, imple-
mentation problems, and oversight
problem for the Department of Energy.
What a shame we just didn’t give it di-
rectly to consumers rather than cre-
ating a program that then must be ad-
ministered following Federal stand-
ards, Federal rules, and more and more
and more participation from Wash-
ington, D.C. Allowing the Federal Gov-
ernment to get bigger and bloated and
to control this process is not an effi-
cient way to run this government or
spend the American people’s tax dol-
lars.

Additionally, this legislation is not
technology-neutral. It is not the role, I
believe, of the Federal Government to
pick winners and losers in the private
sector, yet that’s exactly what this bill
does. This legislation lists 13 energy-
saving measures that qualify for re-
bates of varying dollar amounts. That’s
right, we are going to tell people ex-
actly how to do this and what qualifies.

There are many energy products that
were left off the list or that will not
qualify because of what are considered
technical requirements. These are so
numerous that we simply cannot effec-
tively have a good program. It should
be about effectiveness, saving energy,
and allowing a consumer to be engaged
in making these decisions so that we
assure that the real cost and the deliv-
ery of that product was known and un-
derstood by the consumer, not just or-
dering something that came from the
Federal Government, having somebody
show up at your door, and then being
reimbursed by the Federal Govern-
ment, with the consumer being left out
in the cold rather than a demand about
what they were after and Kknowing
what their needs are.

Over a year ago, Speaker PELOSI and
the President promised that unemploy-
ment would not reach 8 percent or
above. Since that time, 4 million
Americans have lost their job. And
that was a promise. We have now
reached a 10.2 percent record unem-
ployment rate, and continue to hover
well over that promised 8 percent fig-
ure.

Madam Speaker, I believe the Amer-
ican people understand what this
change has meant. It has meant a big-
ger Federal Government, record spend-
ing, and incredibly high deficits for as
far as the eye can see and over the ho-
rizon. This is another example of the
kind of political agenda that adds to
that of the Speaker and the President
that will, if all implemented, net lose
over 10 million American jobs. Losing
10 million American jobs from a polit-
ical agenda is a problem to the Repub-
lican Party.

We believe that the ability to make
progress and work here in Congress for
the best effort of the American people
in the creation of jobs, not net loss of
10 million jobs, should be what this
Congress should be focused on. You see,
Madam Speaker, we think that Amer-
ica should be the employer nation. We
believe that America has always led
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the way, the leader in the world to
making sure we are competitive, and to
make sure that we have a smaller,
more efficient Federal Government,
with unlimited opportunity for free-
dom for citizens back home. This bill
effectively takes the citizenry, the con-
sumer, out of the equation and puts the
Federal Government central not only
in people’s lives, but central in paying
the bill.

We should work with the investor
and the free enterprise system. That is
what has made us the global leader for
our grandparents, our parents, and this
current generation. We only have un-
employment and this horrible high
debt because of the political consider-
ations of the Democratic Party and
their agenda. And the Republican
Party is on record again today as say-
ing enough is enough.

The national debt continues to grow
rapidly towards $13 trillion, yet our
Democrat majority friends are spend-
ing billions of more dollars again today
on an excessive program that sets bur-
densome technical requirements, picks
private sector winners and losers, and
hands the reins over to the Department
of Energy to dole out the funds as it
sees fit. Shuttling our responsibility,
not allowing the amendments in the
Rules Committee for commonsense leg-
islation, rolling 15 Democrat amend-
ments into the manager’s amendment,
and a $6.6 billion cost that will come
directly from deficit spending, which
means we have to go borrow and once
again go to the world or the Chinese or
others to say ‘‘please help us’ is a bad
way to run this business.

Madam Speaker, it is obvious to me
that the political agenda is more that
the Democrats want than the common-
sense attributes of saying, enough is
enough, let’s know what we’re doing.

So I am going to urge a ‘“‘no’ vote. I
am going to urge a ‘‘no’” vote on the
rule and a ‘‘no’’ vote on the underlying
legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, before
I yield to my next speaker I just want
to say the bill before us today is a
strict authorization bill. There is no di-
rect spending contained in it. CBO has
said it will not add to the deficit be-
cause any money which is spent under
the Home Star Program will have to be
appropriated through separate legisla-
tion. This is regular order in the purest
sense of the term: authorize first, ap-
propriate later.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. SUT-
TON), a member of the Energy and
Commerce Committee.

Ms. SUTTON. Madam Speaker, I
thank Representative MATSUI for yield-
ing the time and for her leadership.

I rise today in strong support of the
underlying bill, H.R. 5019, the Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act, and I want
to congratulate and thank Representa-
tive PETER WELCH for his leadership in
bringing us to this place.

This is a timely, smart, common-
sense bill that will achieve multiple
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goals. Home Star will help our work-
ers, help our economy, and our envi-
ronment. Make no mistake, Madam
Speaker, this is a jobs bill. And jobs
are the highest of high priorities. It’s
estimated that the Home Star Program
will create 168,000 good-paying con-
struction, manufacturing, and retail
jobs. And these are jobs that cannot be
shipped overseas.

Home Star will help kick-start the
construction industry, which has been
one of the hardest hit industries during
this economic recession. Today more
than one in four construction workers
remain unemployed. And today those
in this Chamber have the chance to
vote to change that. Home Star will
also stimulate domestic manufacturing
and grow jobs, which will strengthen
our economy and strengthen our Na-
tion.

There are sustainable building solu-
tion companies in my district and
across this country that are ready and
waiting for the Home Star initiative,
employers who are ready to ramp up
production, ready to put people back to
work. And the positive ripple effects
will be felt throughout the retail and
distribution sectors.

Home Star will also help millions of
families lower energy bills. Improving
energy efficiency is one of the easiest,
most cost-effective ways for home-
owners to reduce energy waste. And
Home Star will improve our environ-
ment, reduce our dependence on foreign
oil, and enhance our national security.
Energy efficiency improvements will
create jobs and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

Household energy accounts for more
than one-fifth of U.S. carbon emissions.
And as we proved with the bipartisan,
let me stress bipartisan and successful
Cash for Clunkers program, it doesn’t
have to be jobs or the environment. It
can be jobs and the environment. Home
Star enjoys broad national support
from business leaders, environmental
and energy efficiency groups, labor
unions, manufacturers, retailers, and
construction contractors.

For these reasons I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote
on the rule and the underlying bill be-
cause this is a jobs bill, and we need to
make jobs the highest priority.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, jobs
are the issue, and so is debt. And tak-
ing debt of $6.5 billion to add to this
deficit that we have got to pay for
should be a priority. Spending five or
six generations’ worth of money in a
year-and-a-half is not a good way to
pass on a better America.

Madam Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Bowling Green, Ohio (Mr.
LATTA).
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Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to
speak against the rule for H.R. 5019. I
offered an amendment in full com-
mittee markup which would have pre-
vented enactment of H.R. 5019 if there
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was an impact on deficit neutrality. I
withdrew that amendment in com-
mittee due to an exchange I had with
the chairman, Mr. WAXMAN, where he
told me we would continue to work on
this amendment so we could pay for
this bill before we brought it to the
House floor. I do thank the chairman
for meeting with me.

There has been no pay-for secured,
unfortunately, and therefore I offered a
similar amendment in the Rules Com-
mittee. The amendment was not ac-
cepted in the Rules Committee, and
therefore we are not able to have open
debate on the issue today on the House
floor. It is frustrating that the major-
ity has shut down the opportunity to
have a debate on the cost of the legisla-
tion and the addition it would be to the
Federal deficit.

Very simply, my amendment stated
that the provision of this act, including
the amendments made by the act, shall
be suspended and shall not apply if
there is a negative net effect on the na-
tional budget deficit of the United
States. While this is an authorizing
bill, I am concerned that the majority
could not give any assurance that this
bill will indeed be paid for. I'm very
concerned about the $6.6 billion price
tag of this legislation. At a time when
there is a national deficit crisis, it is
not appropriate to add $6.6 billion in
spending to the deficit. As a Congress,
we absolutely must stop this excessive
spending.

President Obama submitted his ad-
ministration’s fiscal year 2010 budget
proposal with a record-breaking cost of
$3.8 trillion. This budget proposal in-
cludes a $2 trillion tax increase over
the next 10 years and projected record
deficits. This proposal will double our
Nation’s debt in 5 years and triple it in
10 years from the levels from fiscal
year 2008. CBO has stated that under
current spending levels, by 2020, Amer-
ican taxpayers will be paying $2 billion
per day in interest on the national
debt. It also estimates that the debt
will be $20 trillion by that year. Our
Nation’s economic future requires that
this Congress and the administration
exercise serious fiscal restraint.

Also, we know there will be dev-
astating effects on the economy due to
the recently passed health care bill.
The recent CMS analysis concluded
that national health care expenditures
will actually increase by $311 billion.
This analysis also shows the recently
passed health care bill increased health
care costs to 21 percent of GDP by 2019.
Finally, CBO released figures showing
that the ‘“‘doc fix’’ will cost $275.8 bil-
lion through 2020, and that is if rates
are frozen at current levels. This is a 33
percent increase from the initial figure
of $207 billion.

I'm against this rule and dis-
appointed my amendment was not ap-
proved by the Rules Committee for
consideration today on the floor.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, would
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LATTA. I yield.
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Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Madam Speaker, I’'d like to congratu-
late my friend from Ohio for his very
thoughtful remarks and pursuing as
diligently as he did the effort to try
and make in order his amendment
which would have ensured that this $6.6
billion, as Mr. SESSIONS has pointed
out, is, in fact, paid for. Time and time
again, we hear from our friends on the
other side of the aisle that the sine qua
non is to ensure that everything is paid
for.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 additional minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LATTA. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I
thank my friend for yielding.

Let me just say that we continually
hear that the penultimate, the highest
priority is to ensure that everything
that we have before us is paid for. Now,
to his credit, the chairman of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, Mr.
WAXMAN, proceeded to engage, as Mr.
LATTA has just said, in the goal of try-
ing to come to some kind of agreement.

Now, the thing that I found very
troubling—and, again, the American
people, for the first time in a long pe-
riod of time, are focusing on process.
And what took place in the Rules Com-
mittee last night is, once again, an in-
dication of the arrogance that we con-
tinue to see from the leadership of the
Rules Committee and of the Demo-
cratic majority here in the House.

Let me say that Mr. WAXMAN, again,
to his credit, came before the Rules
Committee and said the following. Re-
ferring to Mr. LATTA, he said, He has
submitted to you an amendment that
he wishes to offer—these, again, are
Mr. WAXMAN’s words—and I would like
to express to the Rules Committee that
I support his right to offer that amend-
ment. I’'m sorry we weren’t able to
work it out to put it into the man-
ager’s amendment, but I just wanted to
express that opinion to you.

Mr. WAXMAN was making a request of
the Rules Committee. Now, I under-
stand that a committee chairman does
not in any way dictate the action of
the Rules Committee, but clearly,
since the chairman of the authorizing
committee indicated that he wanted to
have Mr. LATTA’s amendment made in
order, I found it very troubling when I
asked the distinguished chairwoman of
the Rules Committee whether or not
we would see the Latta amendment,
they chose not to make it in order, and
I asked why not. I brought up Mr. WAX-
MAN’s words about his interest, his de-
sire to see us consider the Latta
amendment here on the House floor,
and she responded to me by simply say-
ing that Mr. WAXMAN simply wanted
Mr. LATTA to have the right to testify
before the Rules Committee on behalf
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of this. Well, Madam Speaker, every
Member of this House knows that
every single Member who chooses to
come before the Rules Committee to
make their case on an amendment has
the right to do that.

And so, again, the arrogance, the ar-
rogance, to deny a Member who simply
wants to take on the issue of fiscal re-
sponsibility and say, when we’ve got a
$6.6 billion package before us, after
we’ve only expended $368 million of the
$4.7 billion that was included in the
stimulus bill for weatherization, we’re
going into this entire new program,
and Mr. LATTA is saying, At least if
we’re going to do this, let’s pay for it.

Very sadly, Madam Speaker, we have
gotten to a point where the negotia-
tions between Chairman WAXMAN and
Mr. LATTA broke down and Mr. WAX-
MAN at least said, Let’s have a vote on
the House floor about this on this
amendment. Again, the arrogance of
the committee led the committee to
conclude that, in fact, it could not be
considered. And it’s just plain wrong.

I thank my friend for yielding.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I just
want to comment. It’s not just the
Democrats on the Rules Committee
that said that the Latta amendment is
unnecessary. The Congressional Budget
Office has said so as well. Allow me to
read directly from the CBO letter on
the Home Star bill: Enacting the bill
will not affect direct spending or reve-
nues; therefore, pay-as-you-go proce-
dures would not apply. Instead, any ac-
tual funding for programs in the bill
would have to be appropriated sepa-
rately by Congress. The amendment es-
sentially is attempting to offset funds
that are not spent.

With that, Madam Speaker, I would
like to yield 3 minutes to the principal
sponsor of the bill, a member of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce,
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr.
WELCH).

Mr. WELCH. I thank the gentlelady
from California. I appreciate her lead-
ership in the committee and also in the
Rules Committee. I want to thank
Chairman MARKEY and Chairman WAX-
MAN for their leadership.

Let me talk a little bit about why
Home Star makes sense. This is a part-
nership. Government is putting up
some money but homeowners are going
to make decisions about refitting their
homes and insulating them. Businesses
are going to make decisions about tak-
ing on those jobs. Our local retail out-
lets are going to sell the product. Nine-
ty percent of the product they sell is
manufactured in America. So it’s cre-
ating jobs here.

It does the three things that need to
be done. It helps us with economic re-
covery, putting 170,000 folks to work;
helps homeowners save money; and it
helps us move towards energy inde-
pendence. A confident nation doesn’t
shrink from the challenges it faces; it
attacks them directly. Energy inde-
pendence, job creation, cleaning our
air, those are all very important.
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This is bipartisan, too. I want to ac-
knowledge the extraordinary work that
was done by VERN EHLERS in cospon-
soring this legislation. I want to thank
former Governor of Michigan John
Engler, who was an outstanding advo-
cate for this program. I also want to
thank Mr. BARTON and the members of
the Energy and Commerce Committee,
who made a good bill better by their
contributions. Mr. BARTON insisted
that we engage in this bill. He made
positive suggestions that we included.
Mr. SHADEGG suggested we add electric
tankless hot water heaters. A good sug-
gestion. We included it. Mr. SHIMKUS
suggested geothermal heat pumps. We
included it. Mr. BUYER included an im-
portant study to verify that this
works. We did it. Mr. WHITFIELD and
Mr. MURPHY both supported this in
committee. And I want to say that I
appreciate the constructive engage-
ment by my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle.

There’s been a concern expressed—
and a valid concern—about spending.
There’s wise spending and there’s
wasteful spending. If we have a family
that’s on a tight budget and they blow
what money they have to go on a vaca-
tion they can’t afford, that’s wasteful.
But if that family foregoes the vaca-
tion and puts that money into ren-
ovating and insulating their home so
that they can save some cash, not just
this year but next year and the year
after, that’s wise spending.

This bill will be paid for. This is au-
thorization only. The next step will re-
quire that we have a pay-for. The
pledge is and the requirement on us
will be to make certain that happens.
So this will be paid for, but this is in
the category, very much, of wise in-
vestment and solid investment.

I urge support for Home Star because
it is a concrete step that’s simple part-
nership between the government, with
a light hand providing an incentive, a
point-of-sale rebate that is going to
give the upfront money to our home-
owners that aren’t buying new homes
but want to save money by refitting
and insulating the homes they have. It
puts the local contractors to work. It’s
our local hardware stores that will
make the sales.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2% minutes to the ranking mem-
ber on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Ennis,
Texas (Mr. BARTON).

(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I thank my
friend from Dallas.

It embarrasses me when my col-
league from Vermont says nice things
about me, since I'm opposing this bill.
I will say before I list some of my con-
cerns that there was a lot of input
asked for and received by Republicans
both in the committee and outside of
the committee.

This is not a terribly bad bill, but it
has one fatal flaw: It is not paid for. It,
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in my opinion, authorizes and, if the
authorization is actually appropriated,
spends more money than we need to be
spending in an era of $1.5 trillion per
year budget deficits.

Mr. LATTA of Ohio did offer a pay-for
amendment at committee. It simply
said that this bill must not increase
the deficit. There was some discussion.
Mr. LATTA was asked to withdraw. The
chairman, Mr. WAXMAN, said he would
work with Mr. LATTA. There were kind
of desultory conversations at the staff
level, until yesterday, after a markup
of another bill, which at that time
Chairman WAXMAN did sit down with
Congressman LATTA and myself. There
were fairly serious discussions yester-
day afternoon. Those discussions were
not satisfactory to either side.

The end result was that Mr. LATTA
went to the Rules Committee and of-
fered his original amendment that he
had withdrawn in committee. In its in-
finite wisdom, the Rules Committee
chose not to make the most important
amendment requested, in my opinion,
in order. They made an amendment in
order by myself, which is an okay
amendment. So I thank Congress-
woman MATSUI and the other Demo-
crats on the Rules Committee for ac-
cepting that amendment.

But the crux of it, in an era with $1.5
trillion annual deficits, any new pro-
gram, no matter how good, we should
pay for it. If it’s an authorization bill,
we should put in the authorization bill
that it should be paid for, that it will
be paid for.

Now, the circuitous argument was:
since this is an authorization bill,
doesn’t cost anything, you don’t need a
pay-for. Well, why not set the prece-
dent? Let’s make it a point as this Con-
gress, if we really are concerned about
the deficit, let’s say, if we start a new
program, we’ll pay for it, and tell the
Appropriations Committee and the
Budget Committee we want this paid
for. Now, Republicans want to pay for
it by reducing wasteful spending.

I ask for a ‘“‘no”’ vote on the rule.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to a member of the
Rules Committee, the gentlewoman
from Maine (Ms. PINGREE).

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Thank you
to my colleague, Representative MAT-
sul, for yielding the time, and to my
colleague, PETER WELCH, for doing such
a great job on this bill.

I want to talk a little bit about how
this affects my home State of Maine.

Madam Speaker, with long, cold win-
ters, some of the oldest housing stock
in the country, and the highest reli-
ance on oil heat in the country, paying
heating bills can be a real struggle for
many families in my State of Maine.
Recently, I heard from a family with
three kids who live in a 100-year-old
home. From the street, their house
looks like every other house in the
neighborhood. In fact, it not only looks
like every other house in the neighbor-
hood, it pretty much is just like every
other house in the neighborhood: old,
leaky, and hard to heat.
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By mid-December of last year, they
had already gone through two tanks of
oil to heat their 1,200-square-foot
home, and they were wearing wool hats
on the inside. Facing high heating
costs and a new mortgage, they are
forced to make tough decisions about
improvements.

But energy-efficiency improvements
can make a world of difference. An-
other Maine family told me that by re-
moving inefficient fiberglass insulation
and replacing it with cellulose insula-
tion, they turned a drafty 200-year-old
house into a snug and comfortable
home.

Weatherizing homes isn’t just good
for the homeowners; it’s good for the
economy. For example, a company
called WarmTECH in Yarmouth,
Maine, is a strong supporter of this
bill. According to the owners, with the
creation of the Home Star program,
they expect to increase their staff by
at least 30 percent and purchase addi-
tional equipment.

Thankfully, my State is taking the
lead on helping families save money by
making their homes energy efficient.
Maine has undertaken an aggressive
campaign to weatherize every home in
the State and half of all businesses by
2030. With the help of the Recovery Act
funding, which I was proud to support,
my State has created a program to pro-
vide rebates of up to $3,000 for energy
efficiency improvements, and it is in
the process of setting up a revolving
loan fund that will make it easier to fi-
nance those improvements and pay
them off more quickly.

Improving our Nation’s energy effi-
ciency benefits our economy, our na-
tional security, and our environment;
but much remains to be done, and this
bill, the Home Star Energy Retrofit
Act of 2010, is one more step in the
right direction. By creating rebates
and incentives that will make it more
affordable to weatherize your home,
this proposal will help families start
saving money on their heating bills
right away and at the same time will
create good-paying jobs that can’t be
exported.

When people are able to invest in
making their homes more energy effi-
cient, that creates good business for

contractors, energy auditors, and
building supply stores. It stimulates
the 1local economy, saves families

money, and reduces our dependence on
oil. This bill will allow 3 million fami-
lies to save over $9 billion on their en-
ergy bills over the next decade and cre-
ate 168,000 of those good-paying jobs
right here at home.

Madam Speaker, sometimes I think
the word ‘‘investment” gets a little
overused around here; but the Home
Star program is, in the truest sense of
the word, an investment, and it is an
investment that will begin paying divi-
dends immediately by creating jobs,
saving working families money, and re-
ducing our dependence on foreign oil.

I urge my colleagues to support the
rule and the underlying bill.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, at
this time, I would like to yield 2% min-
utes to the gentleman from Auburn,
Washington (Mr. REICHERT).

Mr. REICHERT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I'm glad there is some bipartisanship
here. I think the American people real-
ly want us to work together. I mean,
that’s the bottom line here: we all
want to create jobs, we all want to be
more energy efficient, and especially in
this economy, I think people want to
lower their energy costs so they have
more money in their pockets.

I think our focus, therefore, is in the
right place, but I think there is a more
effective way to achieve these goals
rather than a rebate check that’s be-
fore us today. That’s why the House
should instead take up a bipartisan
package of tax incentives that I au-
thored. Again, this is a bipartisan ef-
fort by RON KIND, GEOFF DAVIS, EARL
BLUMENAUER, CHRIS LEE, and ToMm
PERRIELLO.

This bill, H.R. 2426, Expanding Build-
ing Efficiency Incentives Act, is a more
effective approach for several reasons.
It puts incentives directly in the hands
of the consumers through the Tax
Code. It gives the people more choices
to meet their needs. It’s easier to ad-
minister. Tax incentives avoid the ex-
pensive and complicated ‘“‘middle man”’
structure used to give rebate checks.

When I was the sheriff, we applied for
grants. And I know that some of the
grants were from the Federal Govern-
ment; they passed through the State
government. And as they passed
through the State government, they
cost an additional 20 percent in admin-
istrative fees, therefore reducing the
amount of money that actually ended
up in the hands of the sheriff’s office or
police chiefs across the country.

I think the administrative costs in
this bill we’re about to vote on today
remove some of the incentives for
homeowners. It includes commercial
property and new construction as well
as home retrofits. Forty percent of the
energy used in our country is in build-
ings like office towers, warehouses, and
shopping malls. If we were really com-
mitted to creating jobs and saving
money through energy retrofits, let’s
tackle the problem head on, not just a
piece of the problem.

Madam Speaker, I am a little dis-
appointed—well, quite disappointed—
that the Rules Committee didn’t make
in order our amendment to consider
this bipartisan tax bill, and I ask my
colleagues to provide the House with
an opportunity to do so.

Ms. MATSUIL. Madam Speaker, I just
want to reiterate this again: what my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
fail to recognize or refuse to admit is
that the Home Star Energy Retrofit
Act is an authorizing measure; it does
not include any appropriated funds.
Moreover, there are no earmarks in-
cluded in this legislation. The Congres-
sional Budget Office has said that en-
acting the bill would not affect direct
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spending or revenues, therefore,
PAYGO procedures would not apply.

This process is not anything new, and
the Republicans routinely approved
proposals that authorized programs
when they controlled this Chamber and
the administration.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms.
BEAN).

Ms. BEAN. I thank the gentlewoman
for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of the manager’s amendment and
the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of
2010. I want to commend Chairman
WAXMAN and particularly Congressman
PETER WELCH for their leadership,
making energy efficiency more afford-
able for American families in my
Eighth District in Illinois and across
the Nation.

Welcome signs of economic recovery
and competitiveness in the global econ-
omy are directly related to the oppor-
tunities emerging as businesses become
cleaner and leaner. The same philos-
ophy holds true for American house-
holds. Investments in better building
materials and technologies can pay for
themselves in the form of energy sav-
ings, and then some. At the same time,
Home Star is a jobs measure. It will
provide timely and targeted employ-
ment to the skilled trades industry
which is still reeling from the housing
bust and economic recession.

Two amendments I authored, in-
cluded in the manager’s amendment,
will enhance the job creation potential
of Home Star. States will be directed
to engage with community colleges to
implement the retrofit program. These
community colleges are excellent re-
sources for worker education, training,
and certification; and they collaborate
with area employers to provide dy-
namic and affordable educational re-
sources to meet workforce needs. The
role of community colleges in our
clean energy economy will only con-
tinue to grow in significance.

I also authored a provision with our
colleague, Mr. DRIEHAUS, to expand re-
bate eligibility to replacement storm
windows and doors, which will particu-
larly help historic homes. To improve
energy efficiency and maintain the his-
toric integrity of a house, a homeowner
may prefer to install storm windows
and doors. This amendment will pro-
vide families more options to retrofit
their homes in a manner that best fits
their needs.

H.R. 5019 is a well-crafted measure
that will create jobs and boost domes-
tic manufacturing, while saving fami-
lies money and reducing energy con-
sumption.

I urge my colleagues to support the
manager’s amendment and this impor-
tant underlying bill.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, at
this time I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Clarence, New York, (Mr.
LEE.)

Mr. LEE of New York. I appreciate
the opportunity to speak out on the
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rule on the ‘‘Cash for Caulkers’ legis-
lation before us today because I believe
this is the wrong approach. It’s another
government boondoggle costing tax-
payers over $6.5 billion. Even more
frustrating is the fact that last year’s
so-called ‘‘stimulus,” we haven’t used
up the billions of dollars that were al-
located for the energy-efficiency pro-
grams. So, again, let’s just keep spend-
ing money that we do not have in this
country.

Americans can agree on one issue,
that is, that we are facing an energy
crisis that demands our attention, and
that part of the solution means im-
proving the efficiency of our energy in-
take. Today, we have an important
choice on how we get this done.

Energy-efficiency improvements are
best achieved through the use of vol-
untary, market-based programs
through tax incentives which are pro-
vided directly to the consumer. I've
had the pleasure to work with Rep-
resentatives from both sides of the
aisle on introducing H.R. 4226, a com-
prehensive, bipartisan package of en-
ergy efficiency incentives that will re-
duce energy costs, save energy, and
create long-term energy jobs. For this
reason, my colleagues and I offered an
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute to provide a choice in how we
move forward.

While the underlying bill and the
substitute amendment both seek to
make it easier to retrofit an existing
home to achieve energy savings, only
one of these bills will allow families
and businesses to plan for future ret-
rofit expenses and to make more effec-
tive home improvements.

The alternative legislation my col-
leagues and I supported is more effec-
tive in creating jobs and saving energy
costs. It includes a predefined 5-year
extension of proven successful tax in-
centives, not another government
handout. Our alternative will make it
more affordable for homeowners to ret-
rofit their existing homes.

Furthermore, H.R. 4226 includes com-
mercial retrofits, something the under-
lying bill does not provide. Commercial
buildings are in as much need, if not
greater need, than many residential
buildings. H.R. 4226 would allow small
businesses to save more, which would
allow them to invest in themselves and
create jobs, something that cannot be
said about the bill before us today.

H.R. 4226 is an important step to-
wards energy conservation, and it does
so0 in a responsible and meaningful
way. Contrast that with the underlying
bill before us today, which amounts to
a rushed cash handout to the tune of
$6.6 billion that just forces burdensome
mandates on taxpayers already strug-
gling to make ends meet.

Unfortunately, today’s rule does not
allow my colleagues the opportunity to
vote on this approach. I encourage all
of you to reject this rule and the un-
derlying bill and to support H.R. 4226,
which will increase energy efficiency in
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both domestic and commercial struc-
tures in a much more effective, fiscally
responsible, market-based approach.

Ms. MATSUIL. Madam Speaker, I just
want to say before I yield to my next
speaker that this bill has been strongly
endorsed by a broad range of business,
labor, environmental and consumer
groups. In fact, the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce, the National Association of
Manufacturers, and the National Asso-
ciation of Home Builders have formally
endorsed this bill. The National Lum-
ber and Building Material Dealers As-
sociation, on behalf of its 6,000-member
companies nationwide, also recently
endorsed this bill. This bill is a perfect
example of industry, consumer, labor,
and environmental groups all working
together to move our Nation toward a
more energy-efficient economy.

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE).

Ms. LEE of California. I want to
thank the gentlelady for yielding and
for your leadership in making sure this
very good bill moved to the floor. I sup-
port the rule, and I want to thank
Chairman WAXMAN, Representative
WELCH, Representative MARKEY, and
the committee staff for all of their
very hard work in getting this bill to
us today.

This bill is about more than home
improvements. It’s about reducing en-
ergy demand by expanding the use of
cost-effective, energy-efficient tech-
nologies, for which my district and the
State of California have long been a
leader. This bill is about healthier
homes and healthier communities, and
it’s critically important that we recog-
nize that this bill is about the creation
of good-paying, high-quality green
jobs.

I am pleased that this legislation will
incentivize targeted job training and
financial assistance to low-income
communities and the chronically un-
employed, as well as the recruitment of
small, women-owned and minority-
owned businesses.

I commend my colleagues in the Con-
gressional Black Caucus and our staff,
especially Congressman RUSH, who
helped to champion the cause for these
vital provisions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. MATSUI. 1 yield the gentle-
woman 1 additional minute.

Ms. LEE of California. Thank you
very much.

Let me just acknowledge the role of
the Congressional Black Caucus in this
and thank our leadership for working
with us to make sure that these provi-
sions were included because these pro-
visions will ensure that we serve and
that we empower and include those
hardest hit by the economic recession
and that no one is left behind in this
bill, and will really look at how to
achieve and rectify historical, environ-
mental injustices. With that in mind, I
strongly urge my colleagues to support
the rule and this legislation.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I
would like to inquire, if I can, upon the
time remaining on both sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 4% minutes re-
maining, and the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia has 9% minutes remaining.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Mrs. MCCARTHY).
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Mrs. MCcCCARTHY of New York.
Madam Speaker, I want to thank cer-
tainly my colleague from California for
allowing me to go forward with this,
and also say thank you to Chairman
WAXMAN and Mr. WELCH for all of the
work that they have done on the com-
mittee.

H.R. 5019 would make important ad-
vancements toward the twin goals of
improving our country’s energy effi-
ciency and adding jobs to our economy.
The energy efficiency measures that
are covered under this bill will help to
bring down energy costs for our fami-
lies, reduce overall energy consump-
tion, and reduce our Nation’s depend-
ence on foreign energy sources.

Another important effect of this bill,
however, that is not addressed as much
is the impact of the bill on the quality
of life for our constituents. One quality
of life issue that this bill will address is
the issue of noise reduction. The tech-
nology used to make our homes energy
efficient can also be used to reduce
noise levels.

The amendment I have submitted
would require the Secretary of Energy
to study what effects the energy effi-
ciency measures installed under this
bill have on noise reduction.

My district is located in Nassau
County, Long Island, New York, a
densely populated area adjacent to
John F. Kennedy Airport and several
train lines. Due to the close proximity
to JFK, many communities in my dis-
trict are severely affected by noise
from airplanes landing and taking off
at JFK. Airplane noise can be heard at
all hours of the day and night. We have
also a lot of noise coming from the
trains that run through my district,
also at all times.

In this densely populated area of the
country, railroad tracks are often close
to homes, schools and businesses. This
issue affects thousands of my constitu-
ents on a daily basis. Noise signifi-
cantly affects our quality of life. Air-
plane noise can also have dangerous ef-
fects on the health of otherwise heathy
individuals. Extended exposure to loud
noise levels not only affects the hear-
ing of adults and children, but has also
been linked to an increase in blood
pressure. And the noise prevents indi-
viduals from getting restful nights of
sleep.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. MATSUI. I yield the gentlelady 1
additional minute.
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Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Air-
plane noise has also been found to have
an effect on children’s education. Chil-
dren who are exposed to prolonged peri-
ods of airplane noise learn to read at a
slower pace than those not exposed to
the noise. Noise significantly affects
individuals with certain health condi-
tions even more and we need to be very
sensitive to the needs of them in future
policies we pursue.

I am drafting legislation that would
provide a tax credit to people who want
to soundproof rooms in their homes or
schools due to plane noise. Many of the
items that individuals use to sound-
proof their homes—insulation and bet-
ter doors and windows—are the same
types of investments that this bill pro-
vides for. Therefore, the study I have
included in this bill will help inform us
about the best ways to move ahead
with noise abatement activities and
also see where we can double our value
by achieving energy efficiency and de-
creased energy costs for consumers.

By taking action on this bill and the
legislation I am drafting, we will do a
lot to improve the quality of life for all
our constituents. Once again I thank
the committee, and I encourage every-
one to vote for the rule.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, I
will continue to reserve my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. ISRAEL).

Mr. ISRAEL. Madam Speaker, 30
years ago President Carter declared the
moral equivalent of war on foreign oil.
We have done two things in those 30
years: we have slashed Federal invest-
ments in research and development for
energy efficiency and renewables by 85
percent; and we have doubled our im-
ports of oil.

In the past 2 years, we have corrected
our top down investments. We are in-
vesting more in energy efficiency, but
we have missed the most critical three
words in the debate: return on invest-
ment. We need to find ways to make it
easier for people to purchase energy ef-
ficient windows, to retrofit their
homes, and that is exactly what this
bill does. It gives consumers rebates of
up to $3,000, it lowers utility bills, and
it creates jobs. It creates jobs by allow-
ing people to go to their stores to buy
their windows and equipment. That
means somebody is going to need to
manufacture that equipment and in-
stall that equipment. This is a way of
creating jobs and enhancing our energy
security. It is a way of reducing our de-
pendence on foreign oil. This is a criti-
cally important bill from a national se-
curity perspective and an economic se-
curity perspective. I support it whole-
heartedly.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

The facts of the case are out on the
table today. The Federal Government
is going to run this program. It will de-
termine the winners and losers. It will
decide which of the technologies will
be reimbursed. It will decide how this
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program is going to work. We in es-
sence take the consumer out of the
equation. The taxpayer of this country,
as the bill is written, will have $6.6 bil-
lion in new deficit and debt that will be
on the future of this country, our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. We will
continue to have less ability to effec-
tively have jobs in this country as a re-
sult of the continuing debt.

We have heard this story before. We
heard about how great the stimulus
was. Well, the stimulus, which was
called a jobs bill, was about anything
but jobs. It was about big government
and diminishing the size of the free en-
terprise system.

The health care bill, oh, it’s all about
jobs. And we found out just days after
that was passed, whoops, you better
add another $600 billion to what the
real cost will be because it was not in-
cluded, despite the debate and all of
the time on the floor. The health care
bill was as much about health care as
the stimulus was about jobs.

Here we are adding another promise
from the Democrat majority: this is
about jobs. But what this party fails to
talk about is, okay, 150,000 jobs for $6.5
billion worth of spending, new debt not
paid for, not adequately enumerating
the things that will really happen in
the marketplace. We have already
talked about the promises that were
made during the stimulus, and of that
only 5 percent has materialized out of
the Department of Energy. The reason
why is Dbecause people don’t have
money. People do not have money be-
cause they do not have jobs. We do not
have jobs in this country because of
the Democratic majority who has made
a decision that their political agenda
to diminish the size of the free enter-
prise system is just fine for them.

The three largest political agenda
items of this Democratic Party, the
Speaker and the President, net lose 10
million American jobs. That’s why peo-
ple do not end up having jobs and why
people will not be able to buy into this
plan either. Because people are unem-
ployed. They are hurting. They are
concerned about how they are going to
take care of themselves. Quite hon-
estly, Madam Speaker, this country is
afraid. They are afraid of the massive
debt, and we are going to pile on an-
other $6.5 billion today.

We talked about how and when the
Democrats took control of this Con-
gress, they promised little job loss,
lower deficits, and we have only seen
the opposite. Additionally, little to no
progress has been made to providing
real solutions to the high unemploy-
ment rate; 150,000 jobs won’t cut it. We
are getting ready to lose 300,000 more
teachers’ jobs because communities
can’t afford to have the teachers. They
can’t pay for them. And we are here
today to vote on another $6.6 billion, a
spending spree for the Federal Govern-
ment to manage and pick the winners
and losers in the energy saving sector.
It is bad policy.

Where are the jobs? Where is the abil-
ity of people to make decisions? Nope,
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we are going to let the Federal Govern-
ment decide this.

Madam Speaker, Congress, the Demo-
cratic Party, believes we can just spend
our way out of this economic crisis. We
need reforms. We need to work to-
gether. We need America to be an em-
ployer nation again. Ah, the old days
with Republicans, all that debt they
caused, not a drop in the bucket com-
pared to what this 4 years of Democrat
control has done.

I once again stand up for my party
and say no, we are not going to partici-
pate in this. We K-N-O-W exactly what
this Democrat majority is all about.
One-party rule is bad for this country.
Not accepting amendments from the
other party is not good for the country.

I encourage a ‘“‘no”’ vote on the rule
and the underlying legislation.

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, it is
important that we not rewrite history
today. The previous administration
had the worst fiscal record in American
history. When President Bush was in-
augurated in 2001, he inherited from
President Clinton a budget surplus pro-
jected to be $5.6 trillion over the next
10 years. But over his two terms,
through fiscally reckless policies,
President Bush squandered that sur-
plus and gave the country 8 years of
deficits instead.

We have had to take evasive action
to stave off a long-term economic dis-
aster, and no one on my side of the
aisle will apologize for boldly con-
fronting one of the worst fiscal and
economic crises in our country’s his-
tory.

Madam Speaker, creating jobs is our
top priority, to put more Americans
back to work and truly turn our econ-
omy around. There is no doubt that the
Home Star program will boost our do-
mestic energy efficiency industry and
further move our country toward a
clean energy economy. By increasing
energy efficiency, we will not only
incentivize the emerging clean tech-
nology industry, but also reduce car-
bon pollution and cut costs for con-
sumers.

The legislation before us will create
nearly 170,000 new green jobs in this
country. This bill will create three sep-
arate energy efficiency rebate pro-
grams to encourage home energy effi-
ciency, cut down on the use of fossil
fuels, reduce greenhouse gas emissions,
and increase energy security and inde-
pendence.

As a result, the bill would have a
meaningful, long-term impact on en-
ergy savings. Together with the ongo-
ing investment by the Recovery Act,
the Home Star program will substan-
tially invest in our clean energy econ-
omy and spur job creation and eco-
nomic growth in this country. This
Congress must continue to invest wise-
ly in proposals that will train our
workers, create new good-paying jobs,
grow our economy and rebuild the mid-
dle class. This legislation does just
that.

This bill has been strongly endorsed
by a broad range of business, labor, en-
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vironmental and consumer groups. In
fact, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce,
the National Association of Manufac-
turers, and the National Association of
Home Builders have formally endorsed
this bill. It is a perfect example of in-
dustry, consumer, labor, and environ-
mental groups all working together to
move our Nation toward a more en-
ergy-efficient economy. Madam Speak-
er, this is an important bill that will
create jobs and move our Nation to-
wards a clean energy economy.

With that in mind, I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on the previous question and on
the rule.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on adoption of
House Resolution 1329 will be followed
by 5-minute votes on the motion to
suspend the rules on H. Res. 1295; and
the motion to suspend the rules on
H.R. 1722.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
182, not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 249]

YEAS—229
Ackerman Davis (CA) Holden
Adler (NJ) Davis (IL) Holt
Altmire Davis (TN) Honda
Andrews DeFazio Hoyer
Arcuri Delahunt Inslee
Baca DeLauro Israel
Baird Deutch Jackson (IL)
Baldwin Dicks Jackson Lee
Barrow Dingell (TX)
Bean Doggett Johnson, E. B.
Becerra Doyle Kagen
Berkley Driehaus Kanjorski
Berman Edwards (MD) Kaptur
Berry Edwards (TX) Kildee
Bishop (GA) Ellison Kilpatrick (MI)
Blumenauer Ellsworth Kilroy
Boccieri Engel Kind
Boren Eshoo Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Boucher Etheridge Kissell
Boyd Farr Klein (FL)
Brady (PA) Fattah Kosmas
Braley (IA) Filner Kucinich
Bright Foster Langevin
Brown, Corrine Frank (MA) Larsen (WA)
Butterfield Fudge Larson (CT)
Capps Giffords Lee (CA)
Capuano Gonzalez Levin
Cardoza Gordon (TN) Lewis (GA)
Carnahan Grayson Lipinski
Carney Green, Al Loebsack
Carson (IN) Green, Gene Lofgren, Zoe
Castor (FL) Grijalva Lowey
Chandler Gutierrez Lujan
Chu Hall (NY) Lynch
Clarke Halvorson Maffei
Clay Hare Maloney
Cleaver Harman Markey (CO)
Clyburn Hastings (FL) Markey (MA)
Cohen Heinrich Marshall
Connolly (VA) Herseth Sandlin ~ Matheson
Conyers Higgins Matsui
Cooper Himes McCarthy (NY)
Costello Hinchey McDermott
Crowley Hinojosa McGovern
Cuellar Hirono McIntyre
Cummings Hodes McMahon
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McNerney Quigley

Meek (FL) Rahall

Meeks (NY) Rangel
Michaud Richardson
Miller (NC) Rodriguez
Miller, George Ross

Moore (KS) Rothman (NJ)
Moran (VA) Roybal-Allard

Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz

Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blunt
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Courtney
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen

Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space

NAYS—182

Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Minnick
Mitchell
Moran (KS)
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Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence

Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schauer
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Wamp
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—19

Barrett (SC) DeGette Melancon
Blackburn Garamendi Mollohan
Bonner Hoekstra Moore (WI)
Campbell Johnson (GA) Reyes
Costa Kennedy Schock
Dahlkemper Kratovil

Davis (AL) McCollum

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.
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Messrs. POSEY, GARY G. MILLER of
California and SCALISE changed their
vote from ‘‘yea’” to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. KILDEE changed his vote from
“nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Madam Speaker, on
rollcall No. 249, had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

———

CELEBRATING MOTHERS AND
MOTHER’S DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1295, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 1295.

This is a b-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 417, nays 0,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 250]

YEAS—417
Ackerman Boswell Chandler
Aderholt Boucher Childers
Adler (NJ) Boustany Chu
Akin Boyd Clarke
Alexander Brady (PA) Clay
Altmire Brady (TX) Cleaver
Andrews Braley (IA) Clyburn
Arcuri Bright Coble
Austria Broun (GA) Coffman (CO)
Baca Brown (SC) Cohen
Bachmann Brown, Corrine Cole
Bachus Brown-Waite, Conaway
Baird Ginny Connolly (VA)
Baldwin Buchanan Conyers
Barrow Burgess Cooper
Bartlett Burton (IN) Costa
Barton (TX) Butterfield Costello
Bean Buyer Courtney
Becerra Calvert Crenshaw
Berkley Camp Crowley
Berman Cantor Cuellar
Berry Cao Culberson
Biggert Capito Cummings
Bilbray Capps Dahlkemper
Bilirakis Capuano Davis (CA)
Bishop (GA) Cardoza Davis (IL)
Bishop (NY) Carnahan Davis (KY)
Bishop (UT) Carney Davis (TN)
Blumenauer Carson (IN) DeFazio
Blunt Carter Delahunt
Boccieri Cassidy DeLauro
Bono Mack Castle Dent
Boozman Castor (FL) Deutch
Boren Chaffetz Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston

Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
BE.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
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Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
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Velazquez Watson Wilson (SC)
Visclosky Watt Wittman
Walden Waxman Wolf
Walz Weiner Woolsey
Wamp Welch Wu
Wasserman Westmoreland Yarmuth
Schultz Whitfield Young (AK)
Waters Wilson (OH) Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—13

Barrett (SC) Davis (AL) McCollum
Blackburn DeGette Melancon

Boehner Gohmert Mollohan

Bonner Hoekstra

Campbell Kennedy

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

TELEWORK IMPROVEMENTS ACT
OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1722, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LyNcH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1722, as
amended.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 268, nays
147, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 251]
YEAS—268

Ackerman Carson (IN) Ellison
Adler (NJ) Castor (FL) Ellsworth
Altmire Chaffetz Engel
Andrews Chandler Eshoo
Arcuri Childers Etheridge
Baca Chu Farr

Baird Clarke Filner
Baldwin Clay Fortenberry
Barrow Cleaver Foster
Bartlett Clyburn Frank (MA)
Bean Cohen Fudge
Becerra Connolly (VA) Garamendi
Berkley Conyers Giffords
Berman Cooper Gonzalez
Berry Costa Goodlatte
Bilbray Costello Gordon (TN)
Bilirakis Courtney Graves
Bishop (GA) Crowley Grayson
Bishop (NY) Cuellar Green, Al
Blumenauer Cummings Green, Gene
Boccieri Dahlkemper Grijalva
Boren Davis (CA) Gutierrez
Boswell Davis (IL) Hall (NY)
Boucher Davis (TN) Hall (TX)
Boyd DeFazio Halvorson
Brady (PA) Delahunt Hare

Braley (IA) DeLauro Harman
Bright Dent Hastings (FL)
Brown, Corrine Deutch Hastings (WA)
Buchanan Dicks Heinrich
Butterfield Dingell Herseth Sandlin
Cao Doggett Higgins
Capito Donnelly (IN) Hill

Capps Doyle Himes
Capuano Driehaus Hinchey
Cardoza Edwards (MD) Hinojosa
Carnahan Edwards (TX) Hirono
Carney Ehlers Hodes

Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bishop (UT)
Blunt
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,

Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dreier
Duncan
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Foxx

McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes

NAYS—147

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Granger
Griffith
Guthrie
Harper
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
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Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
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Smith (NJ) Thornberry Wamp
Souder Tiahrt Westmoreland
Stearns Tiberi Whitfield
Sullivan Turner Wilson (SC)
Terry Upton Young (AK)
Thompson (PA) Walden Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—15
Barrett (SC) Davis (AL) McCollum
Blackburn DeGette Melancon
Bonner Fattah Mollohan
Brady (TX) Hoekstra Napolitano
Campbell Kennedy Velazquez

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in the vote.
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So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative) the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

————

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on
Armed Service:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2010.
Speaker NANCY PELOSI,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: I hereby resign my
appointment to the House Armed Services
Committee so that I might accept the ap-
pointment to House Committee on Appro-
priations.

It has been my distinct honor to serve on
the Armed Services Committee these past
three years and I feel privileged to have been
able to serve under the Honorable Chairman
Ike Skelton. However I must resign my ap-
pointment to this committee effective imme-
diately in order to begin work on the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and continue my
work on the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence.

Sincerely,
PATRICK J. MURPHY.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and insert extra-
neous material on the bill, H.R. 5019,
into the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

———

HOME STAR ENERGY RETROFIT
ACT OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1329 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 5019.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5019) to
provide for the establishment of the
Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program,
and for other purposes, with Ms. ED-
WARDS of Maryland in the chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.

0 1215

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY) and the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BARTON) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr. WAX-
MAN), the chairman of the Energy and
Commerce Committee.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 5019, the
Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of 2010.

This legislation, more than anything,
is about jobs. When enacted and fund-
ed, Home Star will create 168,000 new
jobs here in the United States. These
are jobs that won’t be outsourced over-
seas. They are construction jobs in our
neighborhoods and our communities.
And they’re manufacturing jobs for
workers at factories in America. Near-
1y one in four workers in the home con-
struction and services industry has
been laid off. Passing Home Star says,
‘“Help is on the way.”

Home Star would accomplish this by
establishing a rebate program for the
installation of energy-efficient home
upgrades. These rebates would encour-
age homeowners to hire contractors to
install new, efficient heating and air
conditioning, to insulate their homes,
and to replace drafty windows and
doors. It’s an approach that can benefit
every contractor in this country, from
small independent businesses to con-
tractors associated with large home
improvement store chains.

This legislation also saves consumers
money, and it cuts pollution. When it
is fully funded, Home Star will allow 3
million families to retrofit their homes
to be more energy efficient.

Homes in America account for over
20 percent of the Nation’s carbon pollu-
tion. Existing technologies and prac-
tices can cut home energy use by up to
40 percent. That would slash carbon
pollution by millions of tons.

This is a bipartisan bill. It was intro-
duced by Representatives WELCH and
EHLERS. The legislation was reported
favorably from the Energy and Com-
merce Committee last month in a bi-
partisan vote of 30-17. Representative
WELCH and Subcommittee Chairman
MARKEY deserve special recognition for
their hard work in pushing this legisla-
tion to become a reality.

The bill also has support from a re-
markably broad coalition that ranges
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from 1local contractors to environ-
mentalists to organizations like the
National Association of Manufacturers
and the Chamber of Commerce. These
groups all support Home Star because
it’s a commonsense program that’s
good for the country.

One question that was raised when
the rule was being debated is whether
this will affect our deficit. This is a
complete red herring. The legislation
we are considering today is an author-
ization. It does not spend a dollar of
taxpayers’ funds. That’s why the non-
partisan CBO says enacting this bill
would not affect direct spending of rev-
enues. Once we have passed this legis-
lation, we will need to pass another bill
that provides the funds to carry it out.
We will do that in a fiscally responsible
way.

I urge Members to vote for jobs, for
consumers, and for the environment.

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT
AND GOVERNMENT REFORM,
Washington, DC, May 4, 2010.
Hon. HENRY WAXMAN,
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN WAXMAN: I am writing to
confirm our mutual understanding with re-
spect to the consideration of H.R. 5019, the
Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of 2010.

I appreciate your efforts to consult with
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform regarding those provisions of
H.R. 5019 that fall within the Oversight Com-
mittee’s jurisdiction, including provisions
related to the federal civil service and acqui-
sition policy.

Given the importance of moving this bill
forward promptly, I do not intend to object
to its consideration in the House. However, I
do so only with the understanding that this
procedure should not be construed to preju-
dice this Committee’s jurisdictional interest
or prerogatives in the subject matter of H.R.
5019, or any other similar legislation.

I would also request your support for the
appointment of conferees from the Oversight
Committee should H.R. 5019 or a similar Sen-
ate bill be considered in conference with the
Senate.

Finally, I request that you include our ex-
change of letters on this matter in the Con-
gressional Record during consideration of
this legislation on the House floor.

Sincerely,
EDOLPHUS TOWNS,
Chairman.
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND
COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2010.
Hon. EDOLPHUS TOWNS,
Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN TOWNS: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 5019, the ‘‘Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act of 2010.”” The Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce recognizes
the jurisdictional interest of the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform in
H.R. 5019, and I appreciate your effort to fa-
cilitate consideration of this bill.

I also concur with you that by forgoing ac-
tion on the bill the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform does not in any way
prejudice the Committee with respect to its
jurisdictional prerogatives on this bill or
similar legislation in the future, and I would
support your effort to seek appointment of
an appropriate number of conferees to any
House-Senate conference involving this leg-
islation.
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I will include our letters on H.R. 5019 in the
Congressional Record during floor consider-
ation of the bill. Again, I appreciate your co-
operation regarding this legislation and I
look forward to working with the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform as the
bill moves through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
HENRY A. WAXMAN,
Chairman.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Madam Chair,
the bill before us today is not a bad
piece of legislation. Mr. EHLERS, for ex-
ample, of Michigan is one of the Repub-
lican cosponsors of it. Mr. WELCH of
Vermont has sought assistance across
the aisle. Mr. MARKEY, Mr. WAXMAN,
the full committee and subcommittee
chairmen, have taken a number of
amendments in subcommittee and full
committee and I think generally
worked in good faith.

Having said that, here we go again,
Madam Chair. It’s Thursday. This is
the only bill this week that we are
going to have a rule on. This is an au-
thorization bill, as Chairman WAXMAN
just said, but it authorizes $6.6 billion
to be spent over a 2-year period, and
makes no attempt to find a way to pay
for it. So it’s another new program
with all the right feel-good intentions,
but it’s all hat and no cattle as we
would say down in Texas.

In committee, Chairman WAXMAN, to
his credit, did say that the bill should
be paid for. He did encourage Congress-
man LATTA of Ohio, who offered a pay-
for amendment that the bill would be
paid for, if he would withdraw it he
would work with him, and yesterday
we did have some discussions with the
chairman on how to pay for it. Those
discussions did not provide a satisfac-
tory conclusion to either side, so Mr.
LATTA went to the Rules Committee
and asked that his amendment be made
in order. Eight amendments were made
in order, but his amendment was not,
Madam Chair.

Chairman WAXMAN is correct when he
says this is an authorization bill so you
don’t have to have a pay-for. That is
true in a technical sense. But I think
it’s time for this Congress and cer-
tainly our committee, the Energy and
Commerce Committee, to show the
American people that, if we want to
create new programs, we don’t want to
increase the deficit, borrow money to
pay for them. We should be able to find
a pay-for.

Just as it’s true that it’s not tech-
nically necessary because this is an au-
thorization bill, it’s also true that we
could set a precedent and set a practice
at least in our committee, the Energy
and Commerce Committee, of saying if
we are going to create new programs
we are going to show where the money
should come from.

There is not a real need for this pro-
gram at this point in time. In the so-
called stimulus package earlier in this
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Congress and in the last Congress, we
authorized and I think even appro-
priated $5 billion in weatherization
funds and grants for the Department of
Energy. Now, that program operates a
little bit differently than the program
in this bill would operate if enacted
into law. But we can’t tell that the De-
partment of Energy, Madam Chair, has
spent any of that money that’s already
been authorized and appropriated. And
that’s $56 billion. Why have another $6.6
billion program when you haven’t suc-
cessfully implemented the current $5
billion program? Again, that weather-
ization program is somewhat different
in the way it’s structured than the
pending bill, but the goals of it are
very, very similar to this bill.

The definition of insanity, Madam
Chair, is doing the same thing over and
over and expecting a different result.
That appears to be what we are doing
here today with the Home Star Energy
Retrofit Act. It’s another chapter in
saying one thing, trying to put some-
thing out that looks good, feels good,
but doesn’t really have the substance
to back it up.

So I have great respect for the au-
thors of the legislation, great respect
for the leadership of my committee on
the majority side, but I don’t believe
we should authorize a $6 billion pro-
gram without a pay-for or an indica-
tion of how we intend to pay for it. I
think that’s too much, and I think it’s
bad public policy with a deficit of $1.5
trillion.

We will support some of the amend-
ments, Madam Chair. There are eight
amendments. As the ranking member
of the full committee, I believe I am
going to recommend a ‘‘yes’ vote on
six of the eight, maybe seven. But on
final passage I will recommend a ‘‘no”’
vote.

Madam Chair, we’'d be hard-pressed to find
a single Member of Congress who thinks en-
ergy efficiency is a bad idea. Everybody wants
to lower energy consumption because we
want to cut our electricity bills. Additionally,
manufacturing and installing energy efficient
products for the home can be a boon for busi-
nesses and jobs across the country. The mar-
ket works.

Home Star will cost taxpayers $6.6 billion
over the next 2 years. With the tidal wave of
spending that has roared out of Washington
over the last 18 months, sometimes $6.6 bil-
lion might not sound like much, and that’s ex-
actly why we need to start looking at programs
like Home Star much more carefully.

Without a payment mechanism in H.R.
5019, what we have is an authorization that
simply instructs the Federal Government to
spend $6.6 billion over the next 2 years. Then
we here in Congress are supposed to figure
out where to get the money. Who believes
that's going to happen? This legislative artifice
defies the majority’s own Pay-As-You-Go rule,
not to mention the public’s trust, and it
assures that deficits will go on expanding.

It didn’t have to be that way. Our newest
colleague on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, Mr. LATTA of Ohio, offered an amend-
ment in the markup that would apply Pay-Go
rules to this legislation. It was withdrawn
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through an agreement with the committee
chairman that spending details would be
worked out before H.R. 5019 reached the
House Floor. Yet here we are today, still with-
out a way to pay for this program.

This is not the first government program
we’ve examined in the 111th Congress to en-
courage home energy efficiency. In the so-
called Stimulus Bill, Congress authorized $5
billion for home weatherization funds and
grants. After an entire year, the Department of
Energy has admitted to accomplishing virtually
nothing with this amount of money. How are
we to believe DOE can handle $6.6 billion for
a newly-created program when it has proven
it can’t handle $5 billion to complement a pro-
gram that already exists?

Like the $5 billion in weatherization funds,
Home Star is supposed to create jobs. But if
past is prologue, we are right to be skeptical
of such a claim. While the stimulus bill was
being debated, the economic alchemists in the
White House told us it would cap unemploy-
ment at 8 percent. This was supposed to be
achieved partially through dramatic expansion
of government programs like home weather-
ization. But thanks to Obama administration
bureaucracy and the built-in inefficiency of all
government programs, the money has been
spent without taxpayers getting the benefits
that their money was supposed to buy.

The definition of insanity is repeating the
same action over and over and expecting a
different result, and that’s precisely what we're
doing here today with the Home Star Energy
Retrofit Act. It's another chapter in the story of
the Obama administration: Excitement fol-
lowed by spending followed by disappoint-
ment.

In a time of exploding deficits, bumbling
government and economic recession, Con-
gress could do America a favor by paying for
the programs it enacts. We should begin
today.

Until we are willing to pay for it, | urge my
colleagues to vote “no” on this bill.

With that, I ask unanimous consent
that Mr. UPTON of Michigan control the
balance of the time on the minority
side.

The CHAIR. The gentleman will be
recognized.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself 1 minute
at this time.

Madam Chair, this is really a tremen-
dous piece of legislation. It’s a win-
win-win. It will ultimately wind up
with $9.2 billion worth of energy sav-
ings for American consumers because
of the installation of these work smart-
er, not harder, technologies that we
will be helping consumers to purchase.
It will create 168,000 new jobs, espe-
cially in the construction sector which
has upwards of 25 percent unemploy-
ment, and it will increase our energy
independence by backing out that oil
that we import into our country, mov-
ing us closer to this energy independ-
ence, which should be the goal of our
country, using new energy technologies
that make it possible for every con-
sumer to participate in this revolution.
This is an excellent piece of legisla-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
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(Mr. STEARNS), a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. STEARNS. I thank the distin-
guished chairman, Mr. UPTON from
Michigan.

Here we go again, my colleagues. We
are going to spend a lot of money and
here we have a huge $1.5 trillion def-
icit. I am a member of the Renewable
Energy and Efficiency Caucus. 1
strongly support, obviously, providing
property owners with the education,
simple education, incentives for them,
and resources to voluntarily improve
their homes and save energy. But I
have a number of significant concerns
with this legislation, including the
total cost; also questions about the
U.S. Department of Energy, their abil-
ity to effectively implement this pro-
gram; and the fact that the Federal
Government will be the one picking
technology winners and losers, and not
the free market, is also a concern of
mine.

My colleagues, at a time when we
have an increasing national deficit, it’s
simply irresponsible to add an addi-
tional almost $7 billion in spending.
Again the word billion. This spending
is in addition to the more than $10 bil-
lion spent by the American taxpayers
to implement a weatherization pro-
gram. There are also significant con-
cerns regarding the Department of En-
ergy’s ability to implement this pro-
gram, especially under the tight dead-
lines required in this legislation.

In fact, the Department of Energy In-
spector General recently issued a re-
port concluding that as of February
2010, of the roughly $4.7 billion DOE,
Department of Energy, has awarded in
grants to the States under the Recov-
ery Act weatherization program, only
$368 million, less than 10 percent, had
been used by States for this purpose,
and only 30,000 homes have actually
been weatherized.

This legislation also comes on the
heels of the Energy Star fraud that was
exposed earlier this month. Countless
stories in mainstream newspapers re-
ported the lax standards by which the
Environmental Protection Agency ap-
proves ‘‘energy efficient’” devices, al-
lowing 15 phony products to pass in-
spection. Among those products ap-
proved were a gasoline-powered alarm
clock and an air purifier which is noth-
ing more than an upright fan with a
feather duster taped to the top. Those
are the things the Department of En-
ergy approved, and you are going to
give them almost $7 billion to go and
institute and follow along this bill?

H.R. 5019 is simply another multi-bil-
lion dollar government scheme that
picks winners and losers through cash
handouts to mostly, in this case,
unionized labor at a time when the
Federal Government is already running
a $1.5 trillion annual deficit. So look at
this carefully. We don’t need to spend
more money to do this. There is a lot
of fraud that exists at the Department
of Energy. They are lax. So I urge a
“no’ vote.
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Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. RUSH).

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, I also want
to thank Chairman WAXMAN and Chair-
man MARKEY and their very capable
staffs for working with my office to en-
sure that we include tangible benefits
in the Home Star Program for all con-
stituents, including those in the lower
income communities such as the one I
represent on the south side of Chicago.

I also must thank my friend and col-
league BARBARA LEE and her great
staff, as well as the Home Star Coali-
tion, who collaborated with my office
and the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee to strengthen this outstanding,
remarkable Home Star Program legis-
lation.

Madam Chair, I am pleased to point
to several provisions within the bill
that would directly benefit my con-
stituents, including the quality assur-
ance framework, which targets train-
ing and employment opportunities for
lower income families and workers, and
aggressive outreach and financial as-
sistance for our most vulnerable com-
munities to help them take advantage
of the energy-and money-saving ret-
rofit opportunities within this bill.

Madam Chair, I fully support this
bill, and I urge all of my colleagues to
do the same.
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Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I would
yield 5 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from the great State of
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding me a generous amount of
time.

I rise to speak, because I am the prin-
cipal Republican—in fact, perhaps the
only Republican—cosponsor of the bill.
But it’s a very worthy bill, and I be-
lieve we should present that side of it
as well.

I must say, I share the concerns of
my Republican colleagues about the
cost and where the money is going to
come from to pay for it, but I have to
also say that I think the value of this
bill is so much greater than many of
the other bills we pass that I'm certain
we could find the funds for it if we need
to.

Let me just comment as a physicist,
which is what I am, and say a little bit
about energy. First of all, energy is the
most basic resource that we have, and
there’s very little we can do without
energy. If you look back through his-
tory, you find that the great changes in
the history of our planet and the peo-
ple living on our planet arose with new
developments in energy. For example,
agriculture never really succeeded
until people discovered they could
hitch a plow to an oxen or a horse, and
use animal energy to supplement
human energy. Later on, the Industrial
Revolution took place. Why and when
did that happen? Because people in de-
veloped countries had discovered they
could use energy in other forms to per-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

form the work that people had been
doing. I'm talking about, for example,
hydropower, getting energy from water
running over mill wheels and so forth.
But also, other types of energy were
developed about that time; such as
burning coal to extract energy from it
or using coal to generate electricity,
and use that power to drive the ma-
chinery that was necessary in the mills
and the factories at that time.

We are now in an era of multiple uses
and multiple sources of energy, but the
energy we are using is not that abun-
dant. We are depleting our supplies of
fossil fuels, particularly oil and coal,
and also natural gas. Even though we
have found some new gas resources re-
cently, if you look at the numbers you
can calculate very precisely when we
are going to run out.

The cheapest way to develop new
sources of energy is by conserving the
energy we use now. I'm just going to
say that again because it’s so impor-
tant. If we simply use our energy effi-
ciently, and we conserve energy when
we can, we can solve most of our en-
ergy shortage problems for the next 30
to 40 years. That’s why I think this bill
is very important, because it stimu-
lates the use of our ingenuity to reduce
the amount of energy that we need to
use.

I have had personal experience with
this. Some years ago, I got tired of
paying exorbitant gas bills to keep our
home warm, and so I did the things
that this bill advocates; in other words,
proper insulation, and doing exactly
what you can to prevent loss of energy,
et cetera. It worked. Since then, my
gas bill for heating my house is down
about a third of what it was before.
Now that’s a lot of money we’re talk-
ing about, and every American would
love to save that amount of money on
their utility bill every year. That’s
what this bill will provide. It also helps
educate or train the people who will be
installing the energy-saving tech-
nology in individuals’ homes or in fac-
tories, plants, and so forth.

This does work. The EPA did it some
years ago, with their Green Lights pro-
gram. The EPA went around to most of
the business buildings in this country,
factories or stores or whatever, and did
an analysis of the energy that was used
to provide lighting for the buildings,
and they discovered that they could
save a tremendous amount of money.
They also calculated what the payback
time would be if the owner of the fac-
tory or the store implemented their
recommendation. The average payback
time was on the order of 2 to 3 years.
Now, you show a businessman how he
can save money and in the process get
a payback time for his investment of
only a few years, they’re going to do it.
That program was exceedingly success-
ful. And it worked. That’s exactly the
type of model we’re dealing with here.

So I urge the passage of the bill. I
hope it is successful. I hope we can re-
solve the issue of where the money is
going to come from so that we have

H3219

uniform support of this on both sides of
the aisle, all across our nation.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. We
have just heard from the Republican
sponsor of the bill, and now we hear
from the principal Democratic sponsor,
the gentleman from Vermont, who has
been giving us the leadership on this
issue for the past 3 years. I yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Vermont
(Mr. WELCH).

Mr. WELCH. Thank you, Chairman
MARKEY, and thank you, Mr. EHLERS.

Madam Chair, a great nation does
not shrink from its challenges. It faces
them directly. We face serious chal-
lenges to create jobs in a tough econ-
omy, to move away from the dirty
fuels of the 19th century into the clean-
er fuels of the 21st, and using less fuel
rather than more is a solid step that’s
going to help us accomplish that. We
need to create manufacturing jobs in
this country, where we’re losing them
by the day. Home Star does all three.

It’s going to put our contractors back
to work. There’s a 25 percent unem-
ployment rate. It’s going to allow us to
use less fuel rather than more.
Vermonters are cheap. They like that.
I think that’s something that home-
owners around the country will like.
And it’s going to be 90 percent pro-
duced—all the things used in Home
Star, 90 percent are produced and man-
ufactured in the United States of
America.

So this is a partnership between the
government, that will help a home-
owner with the upfront cost with a
point-of-sale rebate, and our retailers,
our homebuilders, and our manufactur-
ers. So we’re going to be putting Amer-
ica back to work and addressing these
challenges of creating jobs and clean
energy.

If we’re going to be successful in this
challenge and others, we really should
be doing them on a bipartisan basis.
And this is a way of showing how it can
be done. With the leadership of Mr.
EHLERS, we have bipartisan support.
But we have others.

Mr. BARTON, in the committee, made
very constructive suggestions on how
we can improve this bill, and they were
incorporated in it: A specific number
about how much we’re going to spend,
not open-ended. A sunset, so we can
kick the tires after a few years and see
how the program is working. Former
Michigan Governor, a Republican, John
Engler, a strong endorser. Former Sec-
retary of Energy in the Bush adminis-
tration, Spencer Abraham, fully en-
dorsing this. Why? Because it’s prac-
tical. It’s common sense. It’s a partner-
ship between the public and the private
sector.

There’s been a concern raised about
spending, and rightly so. This bill must
be paid for. All of us who support this
legislation acknowledge that. And we
will have to vote on how exactly we’re
going to have this paid for. And we
will. But let’s keep in mind that there
is a difference between a wise invest-
ment and wasteful spending.
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When you have a bill that’s going to
put our 25 percent unemployment rate
folks back to work and it’s going to
allow homeowners to save money, not
just this year but next year and the
year after and the year after that,
that’s a wise expenditure of money,
where we have our homeowners putting
some of their money down and getting
some taxpayer help to get the job done.
Home Star is that solid investment
that is going to achieve that hat trick
of energy savings for the homeowner,
of moving towards a cleaner environ-
ment, and of creating jobs here at
home.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I would
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK).

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I rise in opposition to this measure,
which they call Cash for Caulkers,
since it’s based on the Cash for
Clunkers program, and maybe, before
we go any further, somebody needs to
ask, Well, how did that last one work
out? In fact, economists at
Edmunds.com did exactly that.

They discovered that of the 690,000
cars sold under Cash for Clunkers,
565,000 sales would have happened any-
way, which means the taxpayers ended
up paying about $24,000 for every gen-
uine sale that it actually stimulated.
But it gets worse. All the program ac-
complished was to entice people to
move up their purchase decisions by a
few months, which then caused below-
normal sales in the months that fol-
lowed. In other words, Congress spent
$4 billion creating a car bubble. With
that fresh economic wreckage just be-
hind us, we’re about to create a $6.6 bil-
lion home improvement bubble. We can
now replace our ‘‘Honk if you’re mak-
ing my car payments’ bumper sticker
with ‘“Honk if you’re paying for my
home remodeling.”’

What is this actually going to accom-
plish?

First, a lot of fraud. We already know
that the Energy Star program ap-
proved 15 out of 20 fake products that
were submitted to them by the GAO,
including a gasoline-powered alarm
clock. One can only imagine what
home improvement scams taxpayers
will fund from this one.

Second, it’s going to pay for a lot of
remodeling that would have been done
anyway. That was the expensive lesson
from Cash for Clunkers.

Third, it’s going to be paying for re-
modeling that makes no economic
sense except for the rebate. After all,
when remodeling actually saves
money, people do it on their own. Con-
gressman EHLERS just pointed that out.
And if it doesn’t save money, why
should taxpayers be forced to pay for it
in the first place?

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I yield 30
additional seconds to the gentleman.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, I
was just going to point out, Benjamin
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Franklin pointed out that ‘“‘experience
keeps a dear school, but fools will learn
in no other.” This bill today offers us a
sobering corollary—that there are
some people who cannot even learn
from experience. We call these people
“Congressmen.”’

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. STU-
PAK).

Mr. STUPAK. During consideration
of the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act
in the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, I raised concerns that Home
Star funding might encounter the same
delays we have seen with the ARRA-
funded weatherization projects due to
the State Historic Preservation Office
review required by the National His-
toric Preservation Act. Since com-
mittee markup, I have worked with
Chairman WAXMAN and Chairman RA-
HALL to ensure no historic preservation
review will be required for Home Star
rebates.

I have a letter from the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation pro-
viding a legal opinion that this pro-
gram would not trigger a review under
the National Historic Preservation
Act. I will submit this letter for the
RECORD.

ADVISORY COUNCIL
ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2010.
Hon. BART STUPAK,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN STUPAK: At the request
of your Legislative Assistant, Justin Hagel,
we are providing the following opinion re-
garding the applicability of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act (Sec-
tion 106), 16 U.S.C. §470f, to the Home Star
Retrofit Rebate Program that would be es-
tablished under H.R. 5019 (Home Star). As
the agency responsible for issuing and inter-
preting the regulations implementing Sec-
tion 106, we take the position that Home
Star would not trigger Section 106 respon-
sibilities for the Department of Energy, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Department
of Commerce, or any other federal agency.

The purpose of Section 106 is to inform fed-
eral agency decisions about undertakings
that may affect historic properties before
such effects take place. The way that Con-
gress has structured the Home Star Retrofit
Rebate Program, any effects to historic
properties would have already taken place
before a federal agency would even be aware
of a retrofit project. The Federal Rebate
Processing System, as proposed, will not ac-
knowledge that a retrofit has been imple-
mented until after the project has actually
occurred.

The contractor will have given the home-
owner a discount based on the expected
Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program, sub-
mitted a request for a rebate to a Rebate
Aggregator, and then submitted the claims
to the Federal Rebate Processing System.
Under such circumstances, a federal agency
would not have the slightest modicum of dis-
cretion to exercise regarding effects to his-
toric properties when it makes a decision to
reimburse a Rebate Aggregator. Likewise, as
explained above, the effects to historic prop-
erties, if any, would have already occurred.

The reimbursement decision by the Fed-
eral Rebate Processing System is arguably
ministerial, therefore, not subject to Section
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106, since Congress specifically requires re-
imbursement upon the filing of claims, sub-
ject only to random quality assurance
verifications. This is similar to the Internal
Revenue Service’s (IRS) processing of tax de-
ductions and credits claimed on income tax
returns. Due to the ministerial nature of the
IRS’s decision making in their review of
those returns, the ACHP does not consider
such reviews as triggering Section 106 com-
pliance responsibilities for the IRS.

We appreciate the Committee affording the
ACHP an opportunity to review the Home
Star Retrofit Rebate Program legislation. If
you have any further questions, please con-
tact me.

Sincerely,
JOHN M. FOWLER,
Executive Director.

Congress does not want the Home
Star program to trigger reviews that
would delay energy efficiency improve-
ments that benefit consumers, manu-
facturers, and contractors. I want to
thank Chairman WAXMAN and Chair-
man RAHALL for working with me to
address this concern.

I also want to thank Chairman WAX-
MAN for working with me to include the
eligibility of energy-efficient wood
products in the manager’s amendment.
This provision strengthens the under-
lying bill and will help one of the hard-
est hit sectors of our economy.

I urge my colleagues to support the
bill.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. LATTA).

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Madam Chair, I rise today to speak
against H.R. 5019. As I discussed earlier
during the rule debate, I have very se-
rious concerns about how we are pay-
ing for this legislation. In exchange for
withdrawing my deficit neutrality at
the full committee markup, Chairman
WAXMAN said he would work with me in
trying to find a way to pay for this
piece of legislation. I do thank the
chairman for meeting with me on this
matter. Unfortunately, we were unable
to find a pay-for during our negotia-
tion.

Although this is an authorization
legislation and not an appropriation, I
feel that if this program is important
enough to authorize, it should be im-
portant enough for us to find a way to
pay for it. I am concerned that the ma-
jority could not give any assurance
that this bill will indeed be paid for.

I offered an amendment yesterday re-
garding the Federal deficit that was
not accepted in the Rules Committee,
and therefore we are not able to have
an open debate on this issue today on
the House floor. It is frustrating that
the majority has shut down the oppor-
tunity to have a debate on the cost of
this legislation and the addition it will
be to the Federal deficit.
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The majority is claiming that this
bill does not need to have a pay-for
since, again, it is an authorizing bill.
However, I believe that the issue of the
budget deficit should at least be able to
be debated.
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While I support the incentives to help
provide energy efficiency as well as
programs to promote job growth, I am
very concerned about the $6.6 billion
price tag of this legislation. In addi-
tion, this is duplicative of an existing
government program that has not been
fully implemented.

Just a little bit ago, the gentleman
from Florida stated—but I think it’s
really important to reiterate—that the
Department of Energy recently issued
a report concluding that as of February
2010, of the $4.7 billion DOE has award-
ed in grants to States under the stim-
ulus weatherization programs, only
$368 million—Iless than 10 percent—has
been used by the States for weatheriza-
tion programs and only 30,297 homes
have actually been weatherized.

Of the 10 States receiving the most
money under the $4.7 billion allocated
for the weatherization program under
the Recovery Act, only two had weath-
erized more than 2 percent of the
homes covered by the program. The
other eight States weatherized fewer
than 400 homes each. Because the $4.7
billion weatherization program has
been incredibly slow to implement, I
have concerns about the effectiveness
of the $6.6 billion in the Home Star En-
ergy Retrofit program.

This simply is not the right time for
a new program. Ohio currently has an
unemployment rate of 11 percent, and
my district has an average unemploy-
ment rate of 13.5 percent. Individuals
in my district are asking, Where are
the jobs? And these same individuals
are asking how Congress can continue
to spend more and more money on gov-
ernment programs rather than cut
spending to ensure a better future for
our children and grandchildren. They
are very concerned about the debt and
the deficit that this Congress is amass-
ing. That is why I offered the amend-
ment to the legislation regarding the
national deficit and why I wanted to
have a debate on this amendment on
the House floor in regards to this legis-
lation.

Unfortunately, I cannot support an-
other government-run program that
will do nothing to help the constitu-
ents of my district. I urge a ‘‘no” vote
on the bill.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL).

Mr. ENGEL. I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts, and I second what
he said about this bill being a win for
all.

I'm sorry there is so much negativity
on the other side of the aisle about this
bill. This bill takes care of our energy
needs and at the same time creates a
bold effort to create jobs and to im-
prove the economy.

We cannot rest. Too many Americans
are unemployed, and in particular,
middle class Americans are still hurt-
ing. We must remain focused on revi-
talizing our economy, and this bill
helps to do that.

A smart and effective way to gen-
erate jobs is through home retrofits.
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We can incentivize consumers to
weatherize their homes and put our
idle contractors and construction
workers to work. In turn, many house-
holds would save substantial money by
weatherizing their homes.

So this Home Star program is a good
one. I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this bipartisan legislation, stop
with the negativity. Let’s move on to-
gether.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining on both
sides.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Michigan has 1172 minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from Massachusetts
has 20 minutes remaining.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlelady from  California  (Mrs.
CAPPS).

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Chair, I rise to
express my strong support for the
Home Star Energy Retrofit Act.

If the unfolding tragedy in the gulf
teaches us any lessons, it’s that we
should be using less energy and getting
the energy we need from cleaner
sources. This bill is one of several steps
taken by this Congress and this admin-
istration to achieve these goals that
are so important to our economy, to
our environment, to our national secu-
rity.

The fast-acting Home Star program
will create hundreds of thousands of
jobs in hard-hit industries like con-
struction and manufacturing, will re-
duce energy use in millions of homes,
and it will save homeowners billions in
energy bills for years to come. It will
do this by providing homeowners up-
front rebates for energy-saving invest-
ments like new appliances, efficient
windows, and insulation.

Madam Chair, our communities des-
perately need jobs, and Home Star will
help create them. It’s a critical step to-
ward building the kind of clean energy
economy we need to lift up our commu-
nities, spur on sustainable growth, and
end our addiction to dirty fossil fuels.

I applaud the bipartisan efforts that
have brought Home Star to the floor of
the House. I urge my colleagues to vote
for its passage.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE).

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Chair, sci-
entists have made an amazing dis-
covery, and that is, we are the Saudi
Arabia of energy. We have the ability
to power the growth of our economy by
finding efficiency right in the walls
and windows and doors of our homes,
and this bill will unlock that incredible
source of energy that is clean. If Amer-
icans want to know what we can do to
avoid the problem we’re seeing in the
Gulf of Mexico, it’s to take advantage
of this bill and make our homes more
efficient.

Some of the Republicans don’t want
to help us on this bill, but they sure
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had no problem giving $1 billion of sub-
sidies to the oil companies that are re-
sponsible for the disaster in the Gulf of
Mexico. If they want to help us in find-
ing a way to pay for this bill, which we
are going to find, I hope they will co-
sponsor our bill to raise the limit of li-
ability of the companies that are re-
sponsible for this to $10 billion so that
they pay for this cost. They will need
to abandon their friends in the oil in-
dustry, but help the American tax-
payer, and we will get the efficiency we
deserve.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON).

Mr. MATHESON. Madam Chair, I rise
in support of H.R. 5019, the Home Star
Energy Retrofit Act; and I want to
commend Congressman WELCH for his
extremely productive efforts on pur-
suing this issue. This Home Star pro-
gram will help support jobs in the con-
struction and home retrofitting sec-
tors, which have been among the hard-
est hit during this economic recession.
In addition, in my home State of Utah,
it will help homeowners make the in-
vestments necessary to improve energy
efficiency in their homes, which in
turn will help them save money on
their energy bills.

In my State of Utah, well over half of
an individual’s residential energy bill
goes to home heating and air condi-
tioning, and we have all felt the impact
of increased home energy costs on our
budgets over the last few years. We
know that savings from energy effi-
ciency upgrades are among the best
ways homeowners can Keep their en-
ergy costs low.

This bill is supported by over 1,200
companies and organizations nation-
wide, including the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce, the National Association of
Manufacturers, and in my home State,
the Utah Clean Energy Coalition and
utahgreenhomes.com.

I encourage my colleagues to support
this bill, and I hope the Cash for Caulk-
ers program can be signed into law
soon.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD).

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Thank you very
much, Chairman MARKEY, for your
leadership and thank you for bringing
this important job-creating bill to the
floor today.

Let me just highlight a section of the
bill that I worked on to guarantee that
all data processing jobs created will be
American jobs. Because of this bill,
companies and nonprofits will be ag-
gregating data to provide rebates for
thousands of energy-efficiency projects
created by the act. We have ensured
that the work is done right here in the
U.S.

The offshoring of data services,
which is commonplace in the corporate
world, not only Kkills American jobs,
but also presents a security concern as
government data could be flowing to



H3222

parts unknown. The language in this
bill ensures that the work remains on
American soil with the American
worker doing the job.

I am proud to support the Home Star
Act and thank the chairman for his
leadership. This bill will create jobs
and continue to put us on a path to a
more sustainable future.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I yield 1
minute to the minority leader of the
House, Mr. BOEHNER of Ohio.

Mr. BOEHNER. Let me thank my
colleague for yielding and remind my
colleagues that once again we’re debat-
ing the Cash for Caulkers bill. We are
going to weatherize homes around
America, and we’re going to put Ameri-
cans back to work once again. The only
problem is that we spent almost $5 bil-
lion in the stimulus bill 15 months ago,
the States are awash in weatherization
funds, and a lot of the money that has
been spent has gone to crooked con-
tractors, shoddy work, and there are
investigations going on all over the
country. But in spite of all of the evi-
dence that this plan is not really work-
ing, we’re going to authorize $6.6 bil-
lion of money that we don’t have so
that we can caulk homes.

Now, I think it’s a good idea to caulk
your home, to weatherize your home,
to make our homes more energy effi-
cient; but we have to remember some-
thing: 43 cents of every dollar the Fed-
eral Government spends this year we’re
going to borrow. And guess who gets to
pay that money back? It’s going to be
our kids and our grandkids.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
is suggesting that we ought to pass this
bill, continue this Cash for Caulkers
program, and then send the bill to our
kids and grandkids. Count me out.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself 1 minute.

The point here is that what the
United States, over the years, has done
is to not properly focus upon the things
that we can do in order to avoid ever
having to import oil from Saudi Ara-
bia, from OPEC. The smartest way to
do that is to put in place programs
that have the most efficient air condi-
tioners, the most efficient heating sys-
tems, the most efficient windows, the
most efficient devices that consumers
can use in order to reduce their energy
bills, reduce the need for us to import
energy from overseas, to improve our
own American self-sufficiency, and to
pass on to the next generation a coun-
try that is using our technological ge-
nius. That’s who we are.

The United States only has 2 percent
of the oil reserves in the world; that’s
our Achilles’ heel. Our strength is that
we are a technological giant. When we
apply our technological genius, we
solve problems.

Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from the State of California
(Mr. MCNERNEY).

Mr. MCNERNEY. Madam Chair, I rise
today as a proud cosponsor of H.R. 5019,
the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of
2010. And I want to offer a warm con-
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gratulations for my good friend and
colleague, PETER WELCH, who has
shown a tremendous amount of leader-
ship on this issue.

Basically, what H.R. 5019 does is pro-
vide incentives for consumers to invest
in energy efficiency upgrades to their
homes. This is going to create many,
many jobs, it’s going to create new
businesses, it’s going to save green-
house gas emissions, it’s going to help
homeowners on their energy bills.

I am pleased that an amendment that
I offered in the committee to H.R. 5019
was accepted. Basically, what that does
is it allows the business community to
have confidence that they will get
their reimbursement within 30 days,
that the DOE will handle that reim-
bursement within 10 days. So I urge my
colleagues to support the Home Star
bill.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH).

Mr. WELCH. I thank the gentleman.

Two things: one, the concern about
weatherization versus this program.
This is different. It is a direct engage-
ment by the homeowner. They make
the decision, and then they go to the
existing infrastructure of retailers and
contractors. So there is not layers of
government. This is something that
Governor Engler of Michigan said made
this program very practical and user
friendly.

Second, I want to remind folks of the
broad basis of support from unusual al-
lies—the National Association of Man-
ufacturers, a key vote; U.S. Chamber of
Commerce, key vote; National Lumber
and Building Material Dealers Associa-
tion—that’s 6,000 retail businesses; Na-
tional Association of Home Builders,
175,000 members; the Alliance to Save
Energy; the Home Star Coalition; Effi-
ciency First; and the Retail Industry
Leaders Association. This has broad
support because it’s practical and ad-
dresses a real-world problem by cre-
ating jobs and letting folks save money
on their energy bills.
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Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself 2 minutes.

Mr. WELCH has just gone down the
litany of organizations, from the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers, to
the Chamber of Commerce, the steel-
workers, the communications workers,
utility workers, American Federation
of Teachers. The list goes on and on on
both sides. This is the kind of program
that the United States should be think-
ing about at the point at which night
after night we see this oil spill down in
the gulf because it once again reminds
us that the United States only has 2
percent of the oil reserves of the world.

What we do in this legislation is cre-
ate a program that provides the re-
bates to homeowners to jump-start the
manufacturing, the retail, the con-
struction industry, focusing upon using
technologies, manufactured in Amer-
ica, with high standards of efficiency.
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And by doing so, we say to our country
that we are going to turn to our own
people, that when America has a plan,
America wins.

This is part of a plan. And it is a part
of a plan to end dependence upon im-
ported oil. We just can’t have half of
our trade deficit coming from the pur-
chase of oil from countries that we
should not be purchasing it from. We
need a plan. This bill is part of that
plan. This bill is part of the plan that
says that we are going to end business
as usual. And what are the companies
that we are going to use? We are going
to use companies like Whirlpool, and
we are going to use companies all
across our country that manufacture
these items that are 20 percent, 30 per-
cent, 40 percent more efficient than
anything that people have in their
homes who are going to become a part
of this program.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself 1 additional minute.

The result of this will be a concomi-
tant reduction in energy bills, in im-
portation of energy, and kind of the
sense that America has that we are los-
ing control of our ability to control our
own energy agenda.

At this time, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, I
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy,
as I appreciate his leadership.

This bill is perfectly timed to help
American families increase the effi-
ciency of their homes, saving money on
their energy bills, and create jobs for
those in the construction industry
which has been especially hard hit by
the recession.

I am pleased that the bill includes in-
centives for States to support pro-
grams where utilities make loans to
consumers to make upgrades and repay
the cost on their utility bill. This is an
important tool. It is especially impor-
tant in the Pacific Northwest which
has pledged to meet 85 percent of our
future energy demand with energy effi-
ciency. The Northwest has recognized
not only that energy efficient is carbon
free, but it costs less than half as much
as new power plants.

This bill will provide our region with
the tools we need to meet our ambi-
tious targets for a low-carbon, energy-
efficient future to revitalize the econ-
omy and protect the planet. I am deep-
ly appreciative of this, and look for-
ward to its enactment.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Would the Chair inform us as to the
order of completion of debate.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Massachusetts has the right to close.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Madam Chair, first of all I want to
thank the majority for working with a
number of Republicans in the com-
mittee. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) and Mr. WAXMAN
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and Mr. WELCH worked with me on al-
lowing home builders to be certified for
the work, something that we thought
was very important.

They worked with Mr. SHADEGG on an
amendment to make sure that tankless
water heaters were included, some-
thing we know is very important in the
process; and Mr. SHIMKUS on geo-
thermal; three amendments that all of
us on both sides of the aisle strongly
supported. We welcomed that good
work.

And to a degree, we also worked on
clearing up one of the major objections
from the start, and that was the origi-
nal legislation talked about such sums,
which as we calculated was going to be
up to $23 billion. That objection was
looked at and we were able to reduce it
significantly, but it is still $6.6 billion
in terms of what that cap may be over
the next 2 years.

And if you look at the talking points
out there, we are talking about 168,000
jobs and if you divide that by the $6.6
billion, you come out to about $39,000 a
job and that is just too much.

Mr. LATTA worked in good faith from
the time that the full committee ended
the markup a couple of weeks ago to
try and get an amendment to sunset
the act. The legislation would have a
negative effect on the Federal budget
deficit. He was led to believe that
amendment might be in order. Despite
the assurances of some on the com-
mittee, it appears that the Rules Com-
mittee denied that amendment. But we
will have a chance. That amendment,
as I understand it, will be part of our
motion to recommit, and hopefully
that motion to recommit with that
provision will be included which is one
that Mr. LATTA spoke about earlier in
support of that amendment.

But the real problem for many of us
on our side is that this is really a du-
plicative program going back to the
Department of Energy’s stimulus fund-
ing. And after a year of that, remember
that was adopted in February of 2009,
after a year and the money in that
stimulus bill, there were promises in
fact that that was going to create
87,000 jobs. And a year later, February
of this year, it looked as though only
10 percent of that 87,000 figure was rec-
ognized, or about 8,500 jobs, not the
87,000. Remember as part of the stim-
ulus, they had to be job ready. Money
had to go out the door as quickly as
could be. A year later, we were still
only 10 percent of the jobs that were
promised, far short of that number.

Now, we have a $1.5 trillion deficit
this year. A lot of us on our side think
we should be taking the time to go
through every program, every program
in that budget to look at where we
might be able to find some savings, go
page by page. The taxpayers deserve no
less. Enough is enough. This is a $6.6
billion new program entrusted to the
Department of Energy which after a
year could only deliver 10 percent of
what they were promising in the stim-
ulus bill from last year.
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So our view on this side, many of us
say without the Latta amendment to
make sure that in fact there is not an
impact on the deficit, we would ask
Members to vote ‘‘no.”’

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time.

Madam Chair, again, let me summa-
rize. Home Star is a 2-year energy effi-
ciency program that will save $9.2 bil-
lion in consumer energy costs, create
or save 168,000 jobs when our country
desperately needs an increase in the
number of people who are working, and
increase energy independence across
the Nation by sending a signal that we
are going to use new technologies,
more efficient technologies to back out
that oil that we import.

Home Star’s Silver Program is a 1-
year program to provide rebates for en-
ergy efficient materials and installa-
tion. It will jump-start manufacturing,
retail, and construction jobs.

Home Star’s Gold Star program is a
2-year program that allows home-
owners to receive rebates for making
their homes at least 20 percent more
energy efficient, and that includes any
measure approved through an energy
audit. Gold Star does not pick winners
and losers. We just want the most effi-
cient technologies to be used to reduce
energy consumption in our country.

Finally, Home Star offers an energy
efficiency loan program. This program
will offer low-interest loans to help off-
set a household’s 50 percent share of
energy retrofit cost.

Again, an all-star cast of supporters.
You are not going to see this very
often: the National Association of Man-
ufacturers, the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, the National Association of
Home Builders, partnered with the
steelworkers, with the communication
workers, with the laborers, the utility
workers, the transit unions, the sheet
metal workers. This is what America
needs if we are going to put our coun-
try back to work again. We should em-
brace this in a bipartisan fashion so
that we can create a plan for our coun-
try to reduce energy consumption
while we use American workers to ac-
complish this goal.

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, | rise today in
support of H.R. 5019, the Home Star Energy
Retrofit Act of 2010. This sensible legislation
addresses two of the most pressing issues of
our day: our immediate need for jobs and our
future energy reliance.

At its heart, the bill is simple—it will provide
rebates to homeowners who make energy effi-
ciency improvements to their homes. But the
effects of this simple legislation will be any-
thing but modest. Homeowners who partici-
pate in the rebate program will purchase
American energy efficiency products and em-
ploy American workers to install these prod-
ucts, creating almost 170,000 jobs in the con-
struction and clean technology industries.

Homeowners who purchase the improve-
ments will save money in energy costs—near-
ly $10 billion over the next decade and the en-
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ergy equivalent of 6.8 million barrels of oil next
year alone. These past few weeks, the oil spill
in the Gulf of Mexico has reminded us of the
truly destructive power of our energy habits
and the urgent need to reduce our depend-
ence on 20th century fuels.

| also know personally just how important
energy efficiency renovations can be and how
much money they can save. I'm very proud
that my District Office in Palo Alto is now the
only Congressional office in the country that is
Green Certified by the Bay Area Green Busi-
ness Program. The improvements and policies
we’ve introduced in my office save taxpayer
money and reduce pollution and energy usage
throughout our District.

H.R. 5019 will help homeowners throughout
the nation achieve similar improvements, re-
warding them with lower costs and providing
our nation with more jobs and greater energy
independence. It is simple, sensible legislation
that will move us forward on two critical prior-
ities.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Madam Chair, | rise
today in objection to ineffective and wasteful
government spending, and to thank my Col-
leagues for accepting my common-sense pro-
posal to the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of
2010.

As | traveled throughout Indiana’s 8th Con-
gressional District over the last few months, |
came across many community leaders who
expressed concern to me about the wasteful
government spending they were witnessing
firsthand. In particular, they were alarmed by
the numerous boxes full of so called “pro-
motional items” they received from the Cen-
sus Bureau. Although the local leaders and |
both acknowledged the critical importance of
the Census count, we could hardly see how
government spending on embroidered shirts,
coffee mugs, CD cases, and lunch bags was
an effective use of taxpayer dollars—all items
that were received in large quantities by the
communities throughout Indiana’s 8th Con-
gressional District.

As a result of this experience, | demanded
detailed information on the promotional budg-
ets of several federal departments, including
the Census Bureau, in order to raise aware-
ness of this kind of government spending. The
results | found were startling on many fronts.
For example, | was outraged when | learned
the Chicago Region of the Census Bureau
alone spent $3,841,317 on “promotional
items.”

And | made it a priority to ensure this type
of wasteful and ineffective spending never
again gets through this Congress.

So today, | had the opportunity to fulfill my
commitment through the Home Star bill. | sup-
port the overall bill. It will help thousands of
my constituents significantly reduce their home
energy bills, and it will create many jobs in the
home construction and manufacturing sector.
However, | was deeply concerned when |
found a section of the bill that provided fund-
ing for an “Educational Campaign.” To me,
this section of the bill left open the very real
possibility of more wasteful government
spending on things like embroidered t-shirts
and coffee mugs.

That's why | offered language to ensure this
bill will not allow for spending on promotional
items, and | want to thank Chairman HENRY
WAXMAN and the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee staff for working with me on this impor-
tant taxpayer protection.
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Madam Chair, as we seek to address the
many challenges facing our nation, we must
be vigilant about putting a stop to ineffective
and wasteful spending. Finding new ways—
large and small—to trim government spending
will play a large part in moving our govern-
ment in the right direction. | pledge to continue
to do my part here in Washington, and | will
continue to depend on my constituents to in-
form me of the wasteful government spending
they experience in everyday life. We must all
work together to restore fiscal sanity to our
budget and get our country back on track.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Madam Chair,
San Diegans may have “America’s Finest
Weather,” but when we do use our heating
and cooling systems we want to ensure they
provide the best cost-benefit for our pocket-
books and our planet.

In fact, one of our major hotels in the
Gaslamp District is currently competing
against 13 other businesses across our coun-
try to see which can retrofit and reduce energy
use the most, as part of the EPA’s Energy
Star National Building Competition.

So I'm pleased that the Home Star Energy
Retrofit legislation before us will let the home-
owners in my district follow that example.

This is the kind of nuts and bolts legislation
we need—it saves homeowners money, puts
Americans back to work, and cuts energy con-
sumption—by retrofitting the nuts and bolts of
our appliances and our homes.

In fact, we’'ve been calling this retrofitting,
but “future-fitting” is a more appropriate name.

We are investing in the future of our coun-
try’s economy by creating jobs and helping the
future of our environment by lowering energy
consumption.

This bipartisan legislation makes sense and
shows what we can do when we reach across
the aisle and work together to create jobs and
protect our environment.

Mr. STARK. Madam Chair, | rise today in
support  of legislation that continues
Congress’s commitment to making our econ-
omy greener while creating good jobs. The
“Home Star Energy Retrofit Act” (H.R. 5019)
will provide immediate incentives for con-
sumers who renovate their homes to become
more energy efficient. This will create good
paying jobs while saving families money.

The average American household spends
$2,100 per year on energy costs. Nearly 25%
of that can be saved through efficiency up-
grades. Unfortunately, many families cannot
afford to make the changes needed to achieve
savings. Using rebates will bring these up-
grades within reach for 3 million families.

Up-front rebates of up to $3,000 will be pro-
vided for the installation of insulation, win-
dows, doors, air and duct sealing, and water
heaters. This will not only save families money
and reduce energy usage, it will also create
an estimated 170,000 jobs in construction,
manufacturing, and retail. The legislation also
provides seed money to States to support
loans to consumers to finance energy effi-
ciency home renovations.

As we are witnessing in the Gulf Coast, our
addiction to fossil fuels has real and some-
times disastrous consequences. We must be-
come more efficient and transition to an econ-
omy based on clean energy. We must con-
tinue to enact policies that invest in clean and
renewable energy and energy efficiency and
we can do so in a way that creates good-pay-
ing jobs. | urge all of my colleagues to vote
yes.
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Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chair, | rise today
in support of the Home Star Energy Retrofit
Act, which will provide immediate incentives
for homeowners to make their houses more
energy efficient. This two-tiered program will
offer rebates for the insulation of houses and
other energy-saving measures. By installing
energy efficient windows, doors, water heaters
and taking other steps to consume less en-
ergy, families can expect to save over $200 in
costs each year. Energy audits will allow
homeowners to know what other upgrades
should be made.

In addition to allowing consumers to take
advantage of the potential long-term savings
in their heating and cooling costs, this rebate
offer will continue the New Direction Congress’
focus on creating clean energy jobs. An esti-
mated 168,000 American jobs are expected to
be created in the construction, manufacturing
and retail industries—all of which have taken
a tremendous hit during the current economic
downturn.

This legislation, like the funds in the Recov-
ery Act to weatherize low-income homes,
shows this Congress’ continued commitment
to reducing the energy usage of houses
across the country, which will keep money in
Americans’ pockets and decrease air pollution
in many communities. While these funds do
not provide money for roof repair, which is a
serious need in many low-income communities
and is something | hope Congress addresses
soon, | still think that this bill will do much to
improve efficiency in many homes.

The recent disaster in the Gulf Coast pro-
vides yet another tragic example of why we
should be focusing on energy alternatives that
are clean and safe. | am pleased to join labor,
manufacturing and environmental groups in
being in favor of this bipartisan legislation and
| encourage my colleagues to support the bill.”

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Chair, | rise today
to support the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act
of 2010, H.R. 5019. This legislation is an es-
sential step to help Americans save on their
energy bills while spurring the creation of good
jobs and the development of new green indus-
tries that will help drive our nation’s economic
recovery and help us achieve a degree of en-
ergy independence.

| commend Representative WELCH for spon-
soring this very important piece of legislation,
which is bipartisan and supported by many
pro-business and environmental organizations
including the National Association of Manufac-
turers, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the
National Association of Home Builders, Home
Depot, Laborers’ International Union of North
America, Natural Resources Defense Council,
and the Home Star Coalition with over 1000
business and organization members nation-
wide. These groups agree that Home Star will
spur much-needed consumer demand for en-
ergy-efficient products and building materials
by providing significant and immediate rebates
for home energy-efficient renovations. As a re-
sult, Home Star will quickly create jobs in the
manufacturing, distribution and sale of energy-
efficient products. These kinds of jobs are
good for America, as construction jobs cannot
be outsourced and 90 percent of the energy
saving products needed for Home Star, includ-
ing windows, doors, and insulation, are manu-
factured in the USA. In fact, according to a
study conducted by the management con-
sulting group McKinsey and Company, this
legislation is expected to create 168,000 jobs.
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Madam Chair, this legislation is a win-win
for our economy. It will reduce the grip of for-
eign oil on our nation while spurring economic
activity and job creation. | strongly support this
legislation and encourage my colleagues to do
the same.

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Chair, | am proud to
stand in support of HomeStar, which holds
much promise in three important areas. First
and foremost, it will create jobs. Second, it will
lead to greater residential energy efficiency.
Third, it has the potential to lead to significant
consumer savings.

In terms of jobs, Madam Speaker, my home
state of Michigan is in a desperate situation.
Our current unemployment rate is 14.3 per-
cent and Wayne County has an unemploy-
ment rate of 15.7 percent. Between 2001 and
2009, Michigan lost nearly 43 percent of its
construction jobs. The bottom line, we need
jobs and we need them desperately. This pro-
gram has the potential to put 168,000 workers
back on the job. Not only will this help indi-
vidual workers, but also small business, which
has been a particularly hard hit segment of
our economy. We cannot afford not to move
forward.

According to the HomeStar Coalition, the
energy efficiency gains have the potential to
equal the removal of 615,000 cars from the
road. This is particularly important since the
Senate has yet to act on broader climate
change legislation.

Finally, this program will be of great benefit
to homeowners. This could save families as
much as $9.4 billion in energy costs over ten
years. In addition, it makes homes more valu-
able. In these economic times, these savings
and increased home values cannot be under-
estimated.

Madam Chair, HomeStar follows on the
heels of the wildly successful Cash for
Clunkers program in which the federal govern-
ment provided consumers vouchers to pur-
chase new, more fuel-efficient vehicles. The
initial allocation of $1 billion was exhausted
sooner than anticipated and we had to secure
an additional $2 billion in funding for the pro-
gram. Cash-for-clunkers was responsible for
the sale of nearly 700,000 new vehicles in the
U.S. during its run, and it added nearly one
percent to third quarter GDP growth. Cash-for-
clunkers has been hailed as the most suc-
cessful of all recent government economic
stimulus programs. According to the Center for
Automotive Research (CAR), cash-for-clunkers
created approximately 40,200 new jobs nation-
ally, of which 5,800 were in Michigan.

| urge all my colleagues to support this im-
portant legislation.

Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Chair, | rise today
to voice my support for H.R. 5019, the Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act.

This legislation will help to create jobs, while
saving consumers money, and reducing our
Nation’s energy consumption.

It will also provide an important boost for the
construction sector which has been merci-
lessly pounded by both the recession and the
collapse in new housing construction.

In my role as Chair of the Joint Economic
Committee, we have been examining the sec-
tor-by-sector impact of the Great Recession.
The construction sector has seen employment
drop by almost 28 percent since the recession
began. More than two million jobs—in this
sector alone—were lost.

We’re not going to get those jobs back over-
night, but policies like The Home Star Energy
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Retrofit Act can play an important role in en-
couraging growth in construction while speed-
ing our transition to a more energy-efficient
economy.

The legislation provides rebates to con-
sumers for purchasing energy-efficient prod-
ucts or materials and for doing renovations to
make their homes more energy efficient.

Consumers can get the rebates for buying
caulk or insulation at their local hardware
store, for example, or working with a con-
tractor on larger projects, such as installing
new heating or cooling systems, or replacing
windows.

The larger the project, the larger the rebate.

The legislation also creates a new State-
Federal program to provide loans to con-
sumers for renovations that improve energy
efficiency.

The Home Star legislation builds on the en-
ergy efficiency provisions in the Recovery Act,
including weatherization programs targeted at
low-income families and retrofits of public
housing.

The legislation helps us accomplish two key
goals—increasing jobs and reducing our en-
ergy costs and consumption.

A number of studies have already shown
the job creation power of retrofitting homes
and buildings.

The Center for American Progress esti-
mated that $40 billion invested in retrofits
would create approximately 800,000 jobs. And
these are good, high-paying jobs—construc-
tion workers, carpenters, electricians and roof-
ers.

Finally, residential and commercial buildings
use 40 percent of the energy in our country
and account for 40 percent of carbon emis-
sions.

The Home Star Energy Retrofit Act will
speed the pace of home retrofits, speed up
the creation of badly needed jobs, decrease
our demand for carbon based fuels, and help
us move more quickly to a cleaner, brighter,
more energy efficient future.

| encourage you to support H.R. 5019.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Madam
Chair, | come to the floor today in support of
the legislation before us, and to talk about
companion efforts that can and should be un-
dertaken to create jobs and ensure that peo-
ple around the country are better protected
from natural disasters. | support providing in-
centives to homeowners to make their homes
energy efficient. However, at the same time, |
believe we must help Americans make their
homes stronger and safer.

| have long been a proponent of disaster
mitigation and resiliency measures, and in
fact, have sponsored a number of pieces of
legislation that would assist families in
strengthening their homes. | have also drafted
an amendment to the Home Star bill, which
though | did not offer, | am hoping can be the
basis for discussions with the House, Senate
and Administration as this bill moves forward.

Americans across the country are at risk
from natural disasters. Though we cannot eas-
ily mitigate the disasters themselves, we can
mitigate and lessen their impact. Homes can
be strengthened to protect from the dev-
astating effects of hurricanes, earthquakes,
flooding, and tornadoes. Strengthening roof at-
tachments, creating water barriers and seals,
constructing saferooms, elevating electrical
systems, adding storm shutters and roof pro-
tection systems are examples of what can be
done to save lives and property.
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Disaster resiliency not only helps better pro-
tect our residents and their property, but it cre-
ates jobs and is cost effective. A disaster miti-
gation program in Florida has found that for
every 50 to 75 homes made more resilient,
160 construction jobs are created. Imagine if
we were strengthening hundreds of thousands
of homes in harm’s way. We would create
tens of thousands of jobs.

We would also be making a smart invest-
ment . . . one that will have significant cost
savings. For every $1 spent to strengthen
homes and communities, $4 is saved in recov-
ery and rebuilding costs. That is not an insig-
nificant cost savings.

Disaster mitigation also decreases energy
use and reduces greenhouse gas emissions.
South Carolina’s state mitigation program
found that installing disaster resiliency meas-
ures decreased energy usage by almost 30
percent. And, though not immediate, there are
significant energy savings from preventing the
destruction, and subsequent rebuilding, of
homes and other structures.

Pairing disaster mitigation and energy effi-
ciency retrofits makes sense. Federal pro-
grams should be making sure that energy effi-
cient upgrades can withstand known risks, in-
cluding natural disasters. In coastal areas, that
means making sure that windows and doors
are wind resistant in addition to being energy
efficient, and it means making sure that the
roof can withstand wind so that the home, and
the energy efficiency work, is not wiped away
in the next storm. Strengthening and pro-
tecting homes and buildings at the same time
as we are making the homes energy efficient
will help to protect our federal investment.

Providing incentives for disaster resiliency
and mitigation has the support of numerous
organizations including environmental groups,
taxpayer advocate organizations, and afford-
able housing advocates. | believe there is
widespread support for strengthening homes
and buildings in harm’s way. | look forward to
working with my colleagues either on including
incentives in Home Star as it moves forward
or as a companion piece of legislation.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam Chair,
| rise today in strong support of H.R. 5019, the
Home Star Energy Retrofit Act, because this
Congress must continue to make sure that
Americans are getting back to work and that
we are continuing to move our economy for-
ward.

In our congressional district, the construc-
tion industry is one of the highest sources of
income for residents, yet this industry has
been especially hard-hit by the recent eco-
nomic downturn.

Unemployment rates in the construction in-
dustry have risen almost 17.4 percent and
have shed over 134,000 jobs over the past
two years.

The HomeStar program seeks to increase
employment in the construction and construc-
tion-related sectors and increase building en-
ergy efficiency to significantly reduce energy
use in America.

It is estimated that the program will create
approximately 168,000 more jobs in the con-
struction and manufacturing sectors, while pro-
moting American-made goods and services.

The program also seeks to address the
issue of rising home energy costs by improv-
ing building energy efficiency.

| have always been a strong supporter of
energy efficiency and | am pleased the
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HomeStar program will build on already exist-
ing energy efficient retrofitting programs to
save homeowners as much as $9.2 billion in
energy costs over 10 years.

Congress should continue to invest in job
creation and energy efficiency measures in
order to keep our nation a leader in the global
economy.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam Chair, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 5019, the “Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act of 2010.” First | want
to thank the chief cosponsor Congressman
PETER WELCH and all cosponsors for their
support. | also want to commend Chairman
HENRY WAXMAN of the House Committees on
Energy and Commerce, Chairman SANDER
LEVIN of the Committee on Ways and Means;
and Chairman EDOLPHUS TOWNS of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform,
and House Speaker NANCY PELOSI, for their
leadership on this important issue.

Madam Chair, the “Home Star Energy Ret-
rofit Act of 2010” continues the road to eco-
nomic recovery that was set in motion last
year when President Obama and the U.S.
Congress approved $787 billion in stimulus
funding. Between January 1 and March 31 of
this year alone 682,779 jobs were funded
through recovery funding. Yet, more work re-
mains to be done to sustain recovery and
strengthen our economy and the piece of leg-
islation before us today pursues this policy ob-
jective. It will provide further assistance to
. . . facilitate energy conservation in homes
across the Nation; create more jobs in the
home construction and remodeling industries;
promote domestic energy efficient products
and equipments; and offer financing for home-
owners to improve energy efficiency in homes.
Overall, the economic benefits from this bill
will provide more support for the many families
across the country.

Madam Chair, data shows that American
homes account for about 33 percent of the
Nation’s total electricity usage and an esti-
mated 22 percent of all energy use in the
United States. Because of high energy con-
sumption in the country there are substantial
economic benefits to be gained from installing
energy-efficient improvements in every home
across the Nation. A study by the Joint Center
for Housing Studies of Harvard University sup-
ports this assessment noting that “energy effi-
ciency is one area where the economic bene-
fits of green remodeling are readily apparent,”
and that “the introduction of green systems
could have a tremendous impact on national
consumption.”

The same study also finds that nearly all of
the 130 million homes across the country can
be retrofitted with energy efficient improve-
ments to realize savings in energy and utility
costs. More significantly, retrofit and renova-
tion work provide significant employment op-
portunities for the capable workers.

In essence, H.R. 5019 will create a national
rebate program that will allow consumers to
purchase and install at affordable costs, en-
ergy-efficient equipments and materials in ex-
isting homes. It consists of two-tracks, Silver
and Gold programs, for long term and short
term gains. Under the Silver program, rebates
are awarded to contractors and vendors that
are installing energy efficiency measures and
from there the savings are passed on to the
consumers. Rebates will apply to the cost of
purchase, assembly and installation of insula-
tion, windows, window film, sealants, doors,
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heating and cooling replacement systems, and
water heaters that meet minimum energy effi-
ciency requirements. Overall, the homeowners
may get up to $3000 in rebates.

Under the Gold Star program, rebates are
available for energy retrofit works that will re-
sult in improvements in energy efficiency by at
least 20 percent for the entire home. It re-
wards homeowners who conduct a com-
prehensive energy audit and implement a full
complement of measures to reduce energy
use throughout the home.

Madam Chair, | am pleased that this rebate
program will be available in the U.S. Terri-
tories including my district of American
Samoa. While much remains to be seen on
how this rebate program will be administered
and implemented, | am glad nevertheless that
the federal government is doing its share to
help families in American Samoa and through-
out the United States.

| urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 5019.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair, as an
original cosponsor of this important legislation,
| rise in strong support of the Home Star En-
ergy Retrofit Act of 2010.

As we work to develop and deploy new
forms of clean, homegrown energy, we must
never lose sight of this central fact: There is
no cleaner, cheaper source of energy than the
energy you never have to use.

Energy efficiency is literally America’s great-
est energy resource. Over the past thirty
years, energy efficiency and conservation im-
provements have significantly outpaced our
production and import of petroleum and any
other single source of energy.

Going forward, we can do even better, and
this initiative is part of that future—creating
168,000 jobs across the United States, reduc-
ing carbon dioxide emissions by 4.14 metric
tons, which is the equivalent of taking 767,000
cars off the road, and saving Americans $9.2
billion on their energy bills over the next dec-
ade.

Finally, in addition to the Silver and Gold
level rebates provided to homeowners under
this bill, this initiative also includes the estab-
lishment of a Home Star Energy Efficiency
Loan Program so that states and localities can
provide low-cost financing to homeowners
wishing to undertake retrofits. While on a
smaller scale, this provision is consistent with
the Green Bank proposal included the House-
passed energy bill and can go a long way to-
wards overcoming the lack of upfront capital
that is currently a barrier to many homeowners
getting started on making these commonsense
improvements in the first place.

Madam Chair, this combination of jobs, en-
ergy savings and consumer relief is a perfect
trifecta for the American people. | thank my
colleague Representative PETER WELCH for his
leadership on this issue, commend the com-
mittee for bringing this bill to the floor and
urge my colleagues’ support.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam
Chair, | rise today in strong support of H.R.
5019, “The Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of
2010.”

| would like to thank my colleague Rep-
resentative PETER WELCH for introducing this
legislation as it is important that we embrace
programs that create jobs for Americans and
help improve energy efficiency in our country.

As a member of the Renewable Energy and
Energy Efficiency Caucus | am proud to ex-
press my support for this bill. Through the
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Home Star program, this bill seeks to create
new jobs, save energy, and lower families’ en-
ergy bills. The Home Star program will do this
by encouraging home and business owners to
update their stock of appliances and electronic
devices with new energy efficient devices and
appliances. Through the use of rebates and
other consumer incentives this program will
work in a proactive economic way to promote
green technology and innovation.

This bill comes at an important time in our
history, Madam Chair. Over the last several
decades we have seen national electricity and
energy use growing at unprecedented rates.
We have also seen massive increases in
greenhouse gas emissions and a loss in em-
ployment opportunities. This bill seeks to ad-
dress each and every one of these issues with
an approach that would benefit the environ-
ment and work towards the improvement of
our communities.

The increases in consumer spending we
seek to gain from this bill would also have a
massive economic impact on our country dur-
ing these turbulent economic times. By spur-
ring consumer spending we will be creating
new opportunities right here in the United
States for industrial, economic and jobs
growth.

This program is expected to allow 3 million
families to retrofit their homes with new energy
efficient appliances. Consumers are predicted
to save $9.2 billion on their energy bills over
the next 10 years as a result of Home Star’s
energy efficiency investments. Furthermore,
the Home Star program will create 168,000
new jobs here in the United States.

Madam Chair, these jobs are desperately
needed as our national unemployment rate
has recently hit the 10 percent mark. This leg-
islation would stipulate that construction jobs
cannot be outsourced and more than 90 per-
cent of the energy efficiency technologies ap-
proved by this bill are also manufactured right
here in the United States.

This legislation will also save consumers
money and cut pollution. By ensuring that
more American homes and businesses are
retrofitted with these new energy efficient ap-
pliances and fixtures we will be working
proactively to cut greenhouse gases and re-
duce unnecessary use of our vital energy re-
sources. Furthermore, this bill would also help
us in our goal of achieving energy independ-
ence by further reducing our demand for for-
eign oil and fossil fuels.

The Home Star program proposed in this bill
is authorized at $6 billion—however, H.R.
5019 will not include any appropriated funds.
In other words, Madam Chair, this bill does
not affect direct spending or revenue and will
not hurt the American taxpayer.

| stand today with Representative PETER
WELCH and other Members of Congress in re-
affirming our support for energy efficiency in
our nation. | also stand with my fellow mem-
bers of the Renewable Energy and Energy Ef-
ficiency Caucus in supporting this bipartisan
legislation. By enacting these types of eco-
nomic incentives for consumers our nation will
be cleaner, more efficient and will have lower
levels of unemployment.

| ask my colleagues for their support of H.R.
5019, as well as for their continued support of
green technology and the unemployed in our
nation. By increasing our support for these
types of programs we will ensure that our
country remains a leader in energy efficient
technology.
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Madam Chair, | ask my colleagues to join
me in supporting H.R. 5019.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair, | rise
today in strong support of H.R. 5019, the
“Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of 2010.” | am
a proud cosponsor of this important legislation,
which will create thousands of good paying
jobs, help millions of consumers and families,
and make our nation more energy efficient
and independent. This bill is good for busi-
ness, good for labor, good for families, and
good for America. It is little wonder that it en-
joys broad based and bipartisan support.

| thank Chairman WAXMAN for his leadership
in bringing this bill to the floor. | also thank the
sponsor of this legislation, Congressman
WELCH, for recognizing the positive effect that
home energy retrofitting can have on our
economy, our energy supply, and our planet.

Madam Chair, our nation faces a serious
energy crisis. We must adopt a comprehen-
sive energy strategy that weans us off of our
dependence on foreign oil and ensures our
nation’s long term prosperity. This strategy
has to include becoming more efficient in our
everyday use of energy, and that starts in our
homes.

H.R. 5019 will spur home retrofits by offer-
ing rebates to homeowners who install energy
saving products, such as insulation, duct seal-
ing, air sealing, water heaters, and windows.
Retrofitting will save homeowners $9.2 million
on their energy bills over the next 10 years.
Additionally, investing in the green economy
creates jobs. This bill will create 168,000 new
jobs by restarting the assembly lines that
produce energy-saving devices and creating a
demand for home construction and installa-
tions. Construction and installation jobs cannot
be shipped overseas and 90 percent of energy
efficiency technologies are manufactured here
in the United States.

As importantly, this legislation will help the
individuals in this country who are the most
vulnerable. | know individuals in my Congres-
sional district and across the country are
struggling to pay their bills as energy costs
skyrocket. Many do not know how long they
will be able to afford hot water, heat for the
winter, or cold air to make stifing summers
bearable. This bill will lower energy costs for
those individuals and help them ensure that
they can afford safe and decent living condi-
tions for themselves and their families.

This bill is supported by a wide-ranging coa-
lition of religious, conservation, and pro-growth
groups. H.R. 5019 is the right thing to do for
our economy, our environment, and our com-
munities. | urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting H.R. 5019.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Madam Chair, | rise today in support of H.R.
5019, the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of
2010.

The best way to lower energy costs is to
make homes, buildings, vehicles, and infra-
structure more energy efficient. Providing
American homeowners with incentives to im-
prove the energy efficiency in their homes is
a straightforward concept that will spur job
growth, protect our environment, and lower
residential energy costs.

We must revolutionize our economy and en-
ergy infrastructure in order to become more
efficient. The growing “Green Economy” pre-
sents an opportunity to create large numbers
of quality, green-collar jobs for American work-
ers to grow emerging industries and to im-
prove the health of low- and middle-income
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Americans. Specifically, Home Star will create
168,000 new jobs in an effort to jump start our
Nation’s struggling economy.

As the cost of energy continues to spiral out
of control, Home Star presents a common-
sense approach to mitigate costs to American
homeowners. During extreme weather condi-
tions, people living in poverty and the low-in-
come elderly shouldn’t be overburdened by
the cost of energy to heat and cool their
homes or the cost to provide food for them-
selves and their families. This legislation is an-
other, positive step for America in the road to-
wards economic recovery.

Madam Chair, Dallas is ready for this oppor-
tunity to make cost-effective investments to re-
build and retrofit our community and our Na-
tion. | urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act of
2010.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment
in the nature of a substitute printed in
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment
under the 5-minute rule and shall be
considered read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 5019

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Home Star En-
ergy Retrofit Act of 2010°°.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ACCREDITED CONTRACTOR.—The term ‘‘ac-
credited contractor’” means a qualified con-
tractor—

(A) that is accredited—

(i) by the BPI; or

(i) under other standards approved by the
Secretary, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator; and

(B) effective 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, that uses a certified workforce.

(2) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘“‘Adminis-
trator’ means the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency.

(3) BPI.—The term ““BPI’’ means the Building
Performance Institute.

(4) CERTIFIED WORKFORCE.—The term ‘‘cer-
tified workforce’ means a residential energy ef-
ficiency construction workforce in which all em-
ployees performing installation work are cer-
tified in the appropriate job skills under—

(A) an applicable third party skills standard
established by—

(i) BPI;

(ii) North American Technician Excellence;

(iii) the Laborers’ International Union of
North America;

(B) an applicable third party skills standard
established in the State in which the work is to
be performed, pursuant to a program operated
by the Home Builders Institute in connection
with Ferris State University, to be effective 30
days after notice is provided by those organiza-
tions to the Secretary that such program has
been established in such State, except to the ex-
tent that the Secretary determines within 30
days of such notice that the standard or certifi-
cation is incomplete; or

(C) other standards approved by the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Secretary of
Labor and the Administrator.

(5) CONDITIONED SPACE.—The term ‘‘condi-
tioned space’’ means the area of a home that
is—

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(A) intended for habitation; and

(B) intentionally heated or cooled.

(6) DOE.—The term ‘“DOE’ means the De-
partment of Energy.

(7) ELECTRIC UTILITY.—The term ‘‘electric
utility”” means any person, State agency, rural
electric cooperative, municipality, or other gov-
ernmental entity that delivers or sells electric
energy at retail, including nonregulated utilities
and utilities that are subject to State regulation
and Federal power marketing administrations.

(8) EPA.—The term “EPA’’ means the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency.

(9) FEDERAL REBATE PROCESSING SYSTEM.—
The term ‘‘Federal Rebate Processing System’’
means the Federal Rebate Processing System es-
tablished under section 101(b).

(10) GOLD STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PRO-
GRAM.—The term ‘‘Gold Star Home Energy Ret-
rofit Program’ means the Gold Star Home En-
ergy Retrofit Program established under section
104.

(11) HOME.—The term ‘‘home’ means a prin-
cipal residential dwelling unit in a building
with no more than 4 dwelling units that—

(A) is located in the United States; and

(B) was constructed before the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(12) HOME STAR LOAN PROGRAM.—The term
“Home Star Loan Program’ means the Home
Star Energy Efficiency Loan Program estab-
lished under section 111.

(13) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’
has the meaning given the term in section 4 of
the Indian Self-Determination and Education
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 4500).

(14) NATIONAL HOME PERFORMANCE COUNCIL.—
The term ‘“‘National Home Performance Coun-
cil” means the National Home Performance
Council, Inc.

(15) NATURAL GAS UTILITY.—The term ‘‘nat-
ural gas utility’> means any person or State
agency that transports, distributes, or sells nat-
ural gas at retail, including nonregulated utili-
ties and utilities that are subject to State regula-
tion.

(16) QUALIFIED CONTRACTOR.—The term
“‘qualified contractor’ means a residential en-
ergy efficiency contractor meeting minimum ap-
plicable requirements as determined under sec-
tion 101(c).

(17) QUALITY ASSURANCE FRAMEWORK.—The
term ‘‘quality assurance framework’ means a
policy structure adopted by a State to develop
high standards for ensuring quality in ongoing
energy efficiency retrofit activities in which the
State has a role, including operation of the
quality assurance program, while creating Ssig-
nificant employment opportunities, in particular
for targeted workers.

(18) QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAM.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘quality assur-
ance program’ means a program authorized
under this Act to oversee the delivery of home
efficiency retrofit programs to ensure that work
is performed in accordance with standards and
criteria established under this Act.

(B) INCLUSIONS.—For purposes of subpara-
graph (A), delivery of retrofit programs includes
field inspections required under this Act, with
the consent of participating consumers and
without delaying rebate payments to partici-
pating contractors and vendors.

(19) QUALITY ASSURANCE PROVIDER.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘quality assur-
ance provider’ means any entity that is author-
ized pursuant to this Act to perform field inspec-
tions and other measures required to confirm the
compliance of retrofit work with the require-
ments of this Act.

(B) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—To be con-
sidered a quality assurance provider under this
paragraph, an entity shall be certified
through—

(i) the International Code Council;

(ii) the BPI;

(iii) the RESNET;

(iv) a State;
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(v) a State-approved residential energy effi-
ciency retrofit program; or

(vi) any other entity designated for such pur-
pose by the Secretary, in consultation with the
Administrator.

(20) REBATE AGGREGATOR.—The term ‘‘rebate
aggregator’ means an entity that meets the re-
quirements of section 102.

(21) RESNET.—The term “RESNET’ means
the Residential Energy Services Network.

(22) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of Energy.

(23) SILVER STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PRO-
GRAM.—The term ‘‘Silver Star Home Energy Ret-
rofit Program’ means the Silver Star Home En-
ergy Retrofit Program established under section
103.

(24) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means—

(4) a State;

(B) the District of Columbia;

(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico;

(D) Guam;

(E) American Samoa;

(F) the United States Virgin Islands;

(G) the Northern Mariana Islands; and

(H) any other commonwealth, territory, or
possession of the United States.

(25) TARGETED WORKER.—The term ‘‘targeted
worker’” means an individual who is unem-
ployed or underemployed and of an employable
age and a resident of an area with high or
chronic unemployment and low median house-
hold incomes, as defined by the Secretary in
consultation with the Secretary of Labor.

(26) WATER UTILITY.—The term ‘“‘water util-
ity” means any State or local agency that deliv-
ers or sells water at wholesale or retail through
an engineered distribution system.

TITLE I—HOME STAR RETROFIT REBATE
PROGRAM
SEC. 101. HOME STAR RETROFIT REBATE PRO-
GRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish the Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program.

(b) FEDERAL REBATE PROCESSING SYSTEM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary,
in consultation with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury and the Administrator, shall—

(A) establish a Federal Rebate Processing Sys-
tem which shall serve as a database and infor-
mation technology system to allow rebate
aggregators to submit claims for reimbursement
using standard data protocols;

(B) establish a national retrofit website that
provides information on the Home Star Retrofit
Rebate Program, including how to determine
whether particular energy efficiency measures
are eligible for rebate and how to participate in
the program; and

(C) publish model forms and data protocols for
use by contractors, vendors, and quality assur-
ance providers to comply with the requirements
of this title.

(2) MODEL CERTIFICATION FORMS.—In car-
rying out this section, the Secretary shall con-
sider the model certification forms developed by
the National Home Performance Council.

(¢) QUALIFIED CONTRACTOR REQUIREMENTS.—
A qualified contractor may perform retrofit
work for which rebates are authoriced under
this title only if it executes a Home Star partici-
pation agreement with a rebate aggregator af-
firming that it meets applicable requirements,
including—

(1) all applicable State contractor licensing re-
quirements or, with respect to a State that has
no such requirements, any appropriate com-
parable requirements established under para-
graph (6);

(2) insurance coverage of at least $1,000,000
for general liability, and for such other purposes
and in such other amounts as may be required
by the State;

(3) agreeing to provide warranties to home-
owners that completed work will—

(A) be free of significant defects;
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(B) be installed in accordance with the speci-
fications of the manufacturer; and

(C) perform properly for a period of at least 1
year after the date of completion of the work;

(4) agreeing to pass through to the owner of a
home, through a discount, the full economic
value of all rebates received under this title with
respect to the home;

(5) agreeing to provide to the homeowner a
notice of—

(A) the amount of the rebate the contractor
intends to apply for with respect to the eligible
work under this title, before a contract is exe-
cuted between the contractor and a homeowner
covering the eligible work; and

(B) the means by which the rebate will be
passed through as a discount to the homeowner;

(6) all requirements of an applicable State
quality assurance framework by and after the
date that is one year after the date of enactment
of this Act; and

(7) any other appropriate requirements as de-
termined by the Secretary, in consultation with
the Administrator.

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE AND TECHNICAL SUP-
PORT.—Subject to section 112(b) and (c), begin-
ning not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall provide
such administrative and technical support to re-
bate aggregators and States as is mecessary to
carry out this title.

(e) ADMINISTRATION.—

(1) APPOINTMENT OF PERSONNEL.—Notwith-
standing the provisions of title 5, United States
Code, governing appointments in the competitive
service and General Schedule classifications and
pay rates, the Secretary may appoint such pro-
fessional and administrative personnel as the
Secretary considers necessary to carry out this
title.

(2) RATE OF PAY.—The rate of pay for a per-
son appointed under paragraph (1) shall not ex-
ceed the maximum rate payable for GS-15 of the
General Schedule under chapter 53 of title 5,
United States Code.

(3) CONSULTANTS.—Notwithstanding section
303 of the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 253), the Sec-
retary may retain such consultants on a non-
competitive basis as the Secretary considers nec-
essary to carry out this title.

(4) CONTRACTING.—In carrying out this title,
the Secretary may waive all or part of any pro-
vision of the Competition in Contracting Act of
1984 (Public Law 98-369; 98 Stat. 1175), an
amendment made by that Act, or the Federal
Acquisition Regulation on a determination that
circumstances make compliance with the provi-
sions contrary to the public interest.

(5) REGULATIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 553
of title 5, United States Code, the Secretary may
issue regulations that the Secretary, in the sole
discretion of the Secretary, determines necessary
to—

(i) establish;

(ii) achieve full operational status within 60
days after the date of enactment of this Act for;
or

(iii) carry out,
the Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program.

(B) TIMING.—If the Secretary determines that
regulations described in subparagraph (A) are
necessary, the regulations shall be issued not
later than 60 days after such determination.

(C) EXCEPTION.—(i) The Secretary shall not
utilize the authority provided under this para-
graph to—

(I) develop, adopt, or implement a public la-
beling system that rates and compares the en-
ergy performance of one home with another; or

(11) require the public disclosure of an energy
performance evaluation or rating developed for
any specific home.

(ii) Nothing in this subparagraph shall pre-
clude—

(I) the computation, collection, or use, by the
Secretary, rebate aggregators, quality assurance
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providers, or States for the purposes of carrying
out sections 104 and 105, of information on the
rating and comparison of the energy perform-
ance of homes with and without energy effi-
ciency features or on energy performance eval-
uation or rating;

(II) the use and publication of aggregate data
(without identifying individual homes or par-
ticipants) based on information referred to in
subclause (I) to determine or demonstrate the
performance of the Home Star program; or

(I11) the provision of information referred to
in subclause (I) with respect to a specific home—

(aa) to the State, homeowner, quality assur-
ance provider, rebate aggregator, or contractor
performing retrofit work on that home, or an en-
tity providing Home Star services, as necessary
to enable carrying out this title; or

(bb) for purposes of prosecuting fraud and
abuse.

(6) INFORMATION COLLECTION.—Chapter 35 of
title 44, United States Code, shall not apply to
any information collection requirement mnec-
essary for the implementation of the Home Star
Retrofit Rebate Program.

(7) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Paragraphs (1), (3),
(4), (5), and (6) shall be effective only for fiscal
years 2010 and 2011.

(f) PROGRAM REVIEW.—Not later than 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall prepare and transmit to Con-
gress a State-by-State analysis and review the
distribution of Home Star retrofit rebates under
this title.

(9) ADJUSTMENT OF REBATE AMOUNTS.—Effec-
tive beginning on the date that is 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
may, after not less than 30 days public notice,
prospectively adjust the rebate amounts pro-
vided for under this title as mecessary to opti-
mize the overall energy efficiency resulting from
the Silver Star Home Emnergy Retrofit Program
and the Gold Star Home Emnergy Retrofit Pro-
gram.

(h) INDIAN TRIBE PARTICIPATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe, within 30
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
may indicate to the Secretary its intention to act
in place of a State for purposes of carrying out
the responsibilities of the State under this title
with respect to its tribal lands. If the Indian
tribe so indicates, the Secretary shall treat the
Indian tribe as the State for purposes of car-
rying out this title with respect to those tribal
lands.

(2) TRANSITION OF RESPONSIBILITIES.—The
Secretary may permit an Indian tribe, after the
expiration of 30 days after the date of enactment
of this Act, to assume the responsibilities of a
State under this title with respect to its tribal
lands if the Secretary finds that such assump-
tion of responsibilities will not disrupt the ongo-
ing administration of the program under this
title.

(3) COOPERATION.—An Indian tribe may co-
operate with a State or the Secretary to ensure
that all of the requirements of this title are car-
ried out with respect to the tribal lands.

(i) IMPLEMENTATION BY SECRETARY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If a State has not indicated
to the Secretary within 30 days after the date of
enactment of this Act that it is prepared to
carry out section 105, or if at any later time the
Secretary determines that a State is no longer
prepared to carry out section 105, to the extent
that no Indian tribe assumes such responsibil-
ities under subsection (h) the Secretary shall as-
sume the responsibilities of that State with re-
spect to carrying out section 105.

(2) TRANSITION OF RESPONSIBILITIES.—The
Secretary may permit a State, after the Sec-
retary has assumed the responsibilities of that
State under paragraph (1), to assume the re-
sponsibilities assigned to States under section
105 with respect to that State if the Secretary
finds that such assumption of responsibilities
will not disrupt the ongoing administration of
the program under this title.
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(7) LIMITATION.—Rebates may not be provided
under both section 103 and section 104 with re-
spect to the same home.

(k) FORMS FOR CERTIFICATION AND QUALITY
ASSURANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall make available on the website established
under subsection (b)(1)(B), model certification
forms for compliance with quality assurance re-
quirements under this title, to be submitted by—

(A) each qualified contractor, accredited con-
tractor, and quality assurance provider on com-
pletion of an eligible home energy retrofit; and

(B) each quality assurance provider on com-
pletion of field verification required under this
section.

(2) NATIONAL HOME PERFORMANCE COUNCIL.—
The Secretary, States, and Indian tribes shall
consider and may use model certification forms
developed by the National Home Performance
Council to ensure compliance with quality as-
surance requirements under this title.

(1) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—A State
that receives a grant under this title is encour-
aged to form partnerships with utilities, energy
service companies, and other entities—

(1) to assist in marketing the Home Star Ret-
rofit Rebate Program;

(2) to facilitate consumer financing;

(3) to assist in implementation of the Silver
Star Home Energy Retrofit Program and the
Gold Star Home Energy Retrofit Program, in-
cluding installation of qualified energy retrofit
measures; and

(4) to assist in implementing quality assurance
programs.

(m) COORDINATION OF REBATE AND EXISTING
STATE-SPONSORED PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A State shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, prevent duplication
through coordination of a program authorized
under this title with—

(A) the Energy Star appliance rebates pro-
gram authorized under section 124 of the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15821), and any
other Federal programs that provide funds to
States for home or appliance energy efficiency
purposes; and

(B) comparable programs planned or operated
by States, political subdivisions, electric and
natural gas utilities, Federal power marketing
administrations, and Indian tribes.

(2) EXISTING PROGRAMS.—In carrying out this
subsection, a State shall—

(A) give priority to—

(i) comprehensive retrofit programs in exist-
ence on the date of enactment of this Act, in-
cluding programs under the supervision of State
utility regulators; and

(ii) using funds made available under this title
to enhance and extend existing programs; and

(B) seek to enhance and extend existing pro-
grams by coordinating with administrators of
the programs.

(m) HEALTH AND SAFETY REQUIREMENTS.—
Nothing in this title shall relieve any contractor
from the obligation to comply with applicable
Federal, State, and local health and safety code
requirements.

SEC. 102. REBATE AGGREGATORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall develop
a network of rebate aggregators that can facili-
tate the delivery of rebates to participating con-
tractors and vendors, to reimburse those con-
tractors and vendors for discounts provided to
homeowners for energy efficiency retrofit work.
The Secretary shall approve or deny an applica-
tion from a person seeking to become a rebate
aggregator not later than 30 days after receiving
such application. The Secretary may disqualify
any rebate aggregator that fails to meet its obli-
gations under this title in a timely and com-
petent manner.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall identify at least 1 rebate aggregator
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in each State ready and able to accept rebate
applications from any qualified contractor. Not
later than 90 days after such date of enactment,
the Secretary shall ensure that rebate aggrega-
tion services are available to all homeowners in
the United States at the lowest reasonable cost.

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Rebate aggregators
shall—

(1) review each proposed rebate application
for completeness and accuracy;

(2) review all measures for which rebates are
sought for eligibility in accordance with this
title;

(3) provide data to the Secretary for inclusion
in the database maintained through the Federal
Rebate Processing System, consistent with data
protocols established by the Secretary;

(4) not later than 30 days after the date of re-
ceipt, distribute funds received from the Sec-
retary to contractors, vendors, or other persons
in accordance with approved claims for reim-
bursement made to the Federal Rebate Proc-
essing System;

(5) maintain appropriate accounting for re-
bate applications processed, and their disposi-
tion;

(6) review contractor qualifications and ac-
creditation and retain documentation of such
qualification and accreditation, as required for
contractors to be authorized to perform residen-
tial energy efficiency retrofit work under this
title; and

(7) maintain information regarding contrac-
tors’ fulfillment of the requirements of section
101(c).

(d) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to apply to the
Secretary for approval as a rebate aggregator,
an entity—

(1) shall be—

(A) a Home Performance with Energy Star
partner;

(B) an entity administering a residential en-
ergy efficiency retrofit program established or
approved by a State;

(C) a Federal power marketing administration
or the Tennessee Valley Authority;

(D) an electric utility, natural gas utility, or
water utility administering or offering a residen-
tial energy efficiency retrofit program; or

(E) an entity—

(i) with corporate status or status as a State
or local government;

(ii) who can demonstrate adequate financial
capability to manage a rebate aggregator pro-
gram, as evidenced by audited financial records;
and

(iii) whose participation in the program, in
the judgment of the Secretary, would mot dis-
rupt existing residential retrofit programs in the
States that are carrying out the Home Star Ret-
rofit Rebate Program under this title;

(2) must be able to demonstrate—

(4) a relationship with 1 or more independent
quality assurance providers that is sufficient to
meet the volume of contracting services deliv-
ered;

(B) the capability to provide such electronic
data as is required by the Secretary to the Fed-
eral Rebate Processing System; and

(C) a financial system that is capable of track-
ing the distribution of rebates to participating
contractors and vendors; and

(3) shall include in its application the amount
it proposes to charge for the review and proc-
essing of a rebate under this title.

(e) PROMPT PROCESSING OF REBATES.—Within
10 days after receiving an application for a re-
bate consistent with this title, a rebate
aggregator shall submit a claim for that rebate
to the Federal Rebate Processing System. Within
10 days after the Federal Rebate Processing Sys-
tem receives such a submission from a rebate
aggregator, the Secretary shall provide the
funds to the rebate aggregator necessary to pay
such rebates to the qualified contractor or ven-
dor who applied for them and to compensate the
rebate aggregator for its services in accordance
with this title. Within 10 days of being provided

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

such funds, the rebate aggregator shall pay the
rebates to the rebate applicant.

(f) PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION EFFICIENCY
TARGETS.—The Secretary shall—

(1) develop guidelines for States to use to
allow utilities participating as rebate
aggregators to count the energy savings from
their participation toward State-level energy
savings targets; and

(2) work with States to assist in the adoption
of these guidelines for the purposes and dura-
tion of the Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program.
SEC. 103. SILVER STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT

PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—During the first year after
the date of enactment of this Act, a Silver Star
Home Emnergy Retrofit Program rebate shall be
awarded, subject to the maximum amount limi-
tations under subsection (d)(4), to participating
contractors and vendors, to reimburse them for
discounts provided to the owner of the home for
the retrofit work, for the installation of energy
savings measures—

(1) selected from the list of energy savings
measures described in subsection (b);

(2) installed after the date of enactment of
this Act in the home by a qualified contractor;
and

(3) carried out in compliance with this section.

(b) ENERGY SAVINGS MEASURES.—Subject to
subsection (c), a rebate shall be awarded under
subsection (a) for the installation of the fol-
lowing energy savings measures for a home en-
ergy retrofit that meet technical standards es-
tablished under this section:

(1) Whole house air sealing measures, includ-
ing interior and exterior measures, utilicing
sealants, caulks, polyurethane foams, gaskets,
weather-stripping, mastics, and other building
materials in accordance with BPI standards or
other procedures approved by the Secretary.

(2) Attic insulation measures that—

(4) include sealing of air leakage between the
attic and the conditioned space, in accordance
with BPI standards or the attic portions of the
DOE or EPA thermal bypass checklist or other
procedures approved by the Secretary;

(B) add at least R—19 insulation to existing in-
sulation;

(C) result in at least R-38 insulation in DOE
climate zones 1 through 4 and at least R—49 in-
sulation in DOE climate zones 5 through 8, in-
cluding existing insulation, within the limits of
structural capacity; and

(D) cover at least—

(i) 100 percent of an accessible attic; or

(ii) 75 percent of the total conditioned foot-
print of the house.

(3) Duct seal or replacement that—

(4) is installed in accordance with BPI stand-
ards or other procedures approved by the Sec-
retary; and

(B) in the case of duct replacement, replaces
at least 50 percent of a distribution system of the
home.

(4) Wall insulation that—

(4) is installed in accordance with BPI stand-
ards or other procedures approved by the Sec-
retary;

(B) is to full-stud thickness; and

(C) covers at least 75 percent of the total ex-
ternal wall area of the home.

(5) Crawl space insulation or basement wall
and rim joist insulation that is installed in ac-
cordance with BPI standards or other proce-
dures approved by the Secretary and—

(A) covers at least 500 square feet of crawl
space or basement wall and adds at least—

(i) R—19 of cavity insulation or R-15 of contin-
uous insulation to existing crawl space insula-
tion; or

(ii) R—13 of cavity insulation or R-10 of con-
tinuous insulation to basement walls; and

(B) fully covers the rim joist with at least R—
10 of mew continuous or R-13 of cavity insula-
tion.

(6) Window replacement that replaces at least
8 exterior windows or skylights, or 75 percent of
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the exterior windows and skylights in a home,
whichever is less, with—

(A) windows that—

(i) are certified by the National Fenestration
Rating Council; and

(ii) comply with criteria applicable to windows
and skylights under section 25(c) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, or

(B) skylights that comply with the 2010 En-
ergy Star specification for skylights.

(7) Door replacement that replaces at least 1
exterior door with doors that comply with the
2010 Energy Star specification for doors.

(8)(A) Heating system replacement of—

(i) a natural gas or propane furnace with a
furnace that has an AFUE rating of 92 or great-
er;

(ii) a natural gas or propane boiler with a
boiler that has an AFUE rating of 90 or greater;

(iii) an o0il furnace with a furnace that has an
AFUE rating of 86 or greater and that uses an
electrically commutated blower motor;

(iv) an oil boiler with a boiler that has an
AFUE rating of 86 or greater and that has tem-
perature reset or thermal purge controls; or

(v) a wood or wood pellet furnace, boiler, or
stove, if—

(1) the new system—

(aa) meets at least 75 percent of the heating
demands of the home;

(bb) in the case of a furnace or boiler, has a
distribution system (such as ducts or vents) that
allows heat to reach all or most parts of the
home and qualifies for Phase 2 of the EPA Vol-
untary Program for Hydronic Heaters; and

(cc) in the case of a stove, replaces an existing
wood or wood pellet stove and is certified by the
EPA, and a voucher is provided by the installer
or other responsible party certifying that the old
stove has been removed and rendered inoperable
or recycled at an appropriate recycling facility;
and

(II) an accredited independent laboratory rec-
ognized by the EPA certifies that the new Sys-
tem—

(aa) has thermal efficiency (lower heating
value) of at least 75 percent for stoves and at
least 90 percent for furnaces and boilers; and

(bb) has particulate emissions of less than 3.0
grams per hour for stoves, and less than 0.32 1bs/
mmBTU for furnaces and boilers.

(B) A rebate may be provided under this sec-
tion for the replacement of a furnace or boiler
described in clauses (i) through (iv) of subpara-
graph (A) only if the new furnace or boiler is in-
stalled in accordance with ANSI/ACCA Stand-
ard 5 QI-2007.

(9) Air conditioner or air-source heat pump re-
placement with a new unit that—

(A) is installed in accordance with ANSI/
ACCA Standard 5 @I-2007; and

(B) meets or exceeds—

(i) in the case of an air conditioner, SEER 16
and EER 13; and

(i) in the case of an air-source heat pump,
SEER 15, EER 12.5, and HSPF 8.5.

(10) Heating or cooling system replacement
with an Energy Star qualified geothermal heat
pump that meets Tier 2 efficiency requirements
and that is installed in accordance with ANSI/
ACCA Standard 5 QI-2007.

(11) Replacement of a natural gas, propane, or
electric water heater with—

(4) a natural gas or propane condensing stor-
age water heater with an energy factor of 0.80
or more or a thermal efficiency of 90 percent or
more;

(B) a tankless natural gas or propane water
heater with an energy factor of at least .82;

(C) a natural gas or propane storage water
heater with an energy factor of at least .67;

(D) an indirect water heater with an insulated
storage tank that—

(i) has a storage capacity of at least 30 gallons
and is insulated to at least R-16; and

(ii) is installed in conjunction with a quali-
fying boiler described in paragraph (8);

(E) an electric water heater with an energy
factor of 2.0 or more;
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(F) an electric tankless water heater with an
efficiency factor of .96 or more, that operates on
not greater than 25 kilowatts;

(G) a solar hot water system that—

(i) is certified by the Solar Rating and Certifi-
cation Corporation; or

(ii) meets technical standards established by
the State of Hawaii; or

(H) a water heater installed in conjunction
with a qualifying geothermal heat pump de-
scribed in paragraph (10) that provides domestic
water heating through the use of a
desuperheater or demand water heating capa-
bility.

(12) Storm windows that—

(A) are installed on at least 5 existing single-
glazed windows that do not have storm win-
dows;

(B) are installed in a home listed on or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places; and

(C) comply with any procedures that the Sec-
retary may set for storm windows and their in-
stallation.

(13) Window film that is installed on at least
8 exterior windows, doors, or skylights, or 75
percent of the total exterior square footage of
glass in a home, whichever is less, with window
films that—

(A) are certified by the National Fenestration
Rating Council; and

(B) have—

(i) a solar heat gain coefficient of 0.43 or less
with a visible light-to-solar heat gain coefficient
of at least 1.1 in 2009 International Energy Con-
servation Code climate zones 1-3; or

(ii) a solar heat gain coefficient of 0.43 or less
with a visible light light-to-solar heat gain coef-
ficient of at least 1.1 and a U-factor of 0.40 or
less as installed in 2009 International Emnergy
Conservation Code climate zones 4-8.

(c) INSTALLATION COSTS.—Measures described
in paragraphs (1) through (13) of subsection (b)
shall include expenditures for labor and other
installation-related costs, including venting sys-
tem modification and condensate disposal, prop-
erly allocable to the onsite preparation, assem-
bly, or original installation of the component.

(d) AMOUNT OF REBATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graphs (2) through (4), the amount of a rebate
provided under subsection (a) shall be $1,000 per
measure for the installation of energy savings
measures described in subsection (b).

(2) HIGHER REBATE AMOUNT.—Ezxcept as pro-
vided in paragraph (4), the amount of a rebate
provided under subsection (a) shall be $1,500 per
measure for—

(4) attic insulation and air sealing described
in subsection (b)(1) or (2); and

(B) wall insulation described in subsection
(0)4).

(3) LOWER REBATE AMOUNT.—Ezxcept as pro-
vided in paragraph (4), the amount of a rebate
provided under subsection (a) shall be—

(A) 3125 per door for the installation of up to
a maximum of 2 Energy Star doors described in
subsection (b)(7) for each home;

(B) $250 for a maximum of 1 natural gas or
propane storage water heater described in sub-
section (b)(11)(C) for each home;

(C) 3250 for rim joist insulation described in
subsection (b)(5)(B);

(D) $50 for each storm window described in
subsection (b)(12), with a minimum of 5 storm
windows and a maxrimum of 12;

(E) $250 each for a maximum of 4 electric
tankless water heaters described in subsection
(b)(11)(F) for each home; and

(F) $500 for window film described in sub-
section (b)(13).

(4) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The total amount of
rebates provided for a home under this section
shall not exceed the lower of—

(4) $3,000;

(B) 50 percent of the total cost of the installed
measures; or

(C) if the Secretary finds that the net value to
the homeowner of the rebates, as a function of
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the discount the contractor or vendor provides
to the homeowner for the installed measures, is
less than the amount of the rebates, the actual
net value to the homeowner.

(e)  VERIFICATION  AND
WORK.—

(1) REIMBURSEMENT.—On submission of a
claim by a rebate aggregator to the Federal Re-
bate Processing System, the Secretary shall pro-
vide reimbursement to the rebate aggregator for
energy-efficiency measures installed in a home,
subject to paragraphs (2) and (3).

(2) VERIFICATION.—

(A) PERCENTAGE OF RETROFITS VERIFIED.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Ezxcept as provided in clause
(ii), not less than—

(I) 20 percent of the retrofits performed by
each qualified contractor under this section
with respect to a rebate described in subsection
(a) shall be randomly subject to field
verification by an independent quality assur-
ance provider of all work associated with the
retrofit; and

(II) in the case of a qualified contractor that
uses a certified workforce, 10 percent of the ret-
rofits performed by that contractor under this
section with respect to a rebate described in sub-
section (a) shall be randomly subject to field
verification by an independent quality assur-
ance provider of all work associated with the
retrofit.

(ii) EXCEPTIONS.—In the case of a qualified
contractor whose previous retrofit work—

(I) the Secretary has found to fail to comply
with the requirements of this section, the Sec-
retary may establish a higher percentage of the
retrofits performed by that contractor under this
section with respect to a rebate described in sub-
section (a) to be subject to field verification by
an independent quality assurance provider; and

(II) the Secretary has found to successfully
comply with the requirements of this section, the
Secretary may establish a lower percentage of
the retrofits performed by that contractor under
this section with respect to a rebate described in
subsection (a) to be subject to field verification
by an independent quality assurance provider.

(B) HOMEOWNER COMPLAINT.—A homeowner
may make a complaint under the quality assur-
ance program that compliance with the quality
assurance requirements of this title has not been
achieved. The quality assurance program shall
provide that, upon receiving such a complaint,
an independent quality assurance provider shall
conduct field verification on the retrofit work
performed by the contractor. Verifications under
this subparagraph shall be in addition to those
conducted under subparagraph (A), and shall
be corrected in accordance with paragraph (3).

(3) CORRECTION.—Rebates under subsection
(a) shall be made subject to the following condi-
tions:

(A) The installed measures will comply with
the specifications and quality standards under
this section if a field verification by a quality
assurance provider finds that corrective work is
needed. Such compliance shall be achieved by
the installing accredited contractor not later
than 14 days after the date of notification of a
defect pursuant to a warranty, provided at no
additional cost to the homeowner.

(B) A subsequent quality assurance visit shall
be conducted to evaluate the remedy not later
than 7 days after notification that the defect
has been corrected.

(C) The quality assurance provider shall no-
tify the contractor of the disposition of such
visit not later than 7 days after the date of the
visit.

(4) ACCESS TO HOME.—In order to be eligible
for a discount from a contractor or vendor for
which a rebate is provided under subsection (a),
a homeowner shall agree to permit such access
to the home, upon reasonable notice and at a
mutually convenient time, as is necessary to
verify and correct retrofit work.

(f) PRODUCTS PURCHASED WITHOUT INSTALLA-
TION SERVICES.—

CORRECTION  OF
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(1) IN GENERAL.—A Silver Star Home Energy
Retrofit Program rebate shall be awarded for
attic, wall, and crawl space insulation and air-
sealing products that—

(A)(i) in the case of insulation, qualify for a
tax credit under section 25C of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, but with respect to which no
claim for such a tax credit has been made; and

(ii) in the case of air sealing products, are
sealants, caulks, polyurethane foams, gaskets,
weather-stripping, mastics, or other air sealing
products described in subsection (b)(1);

(B) are purchased by a homeowner for instal-
lation by the homeowner in a home identified by
its address by the homeowner;

(C) are accompanied by educational materials
on proper installation of the products, including
materials emphasizing the importance of air
sealing when insulating; and

(D) are identified and attributed to that home
in a rebate submission by the vendor to a rebate
aggregator.

(2) LIMITATION.—No rebate may be provided
under this subsection with respect to insulation
or products that are employed in energy-effi-
ciency measures with respect to which a rebate
is provided under this section or section 104.

(3) AMOUNT OF REBATE.—A rebate under this
subsection shall be awarded for 50 percent of the
total cost of the products described in paragraph
(1), not to exceed 3250 per home.

(9) REVIEW.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall deter-
mine whether information submitted to the Fed-
eral Rebate Processing System with respect to a
rebate was complete, and on the basis of that in-
formation and other information available to
the Secretary, shall determine whether the re-
quirements of this section were met in all re-
spects.

(2) INCORRECT PAYMENT.—On a determination
of the Secretary under paragraph (1) that a
payment was made incorrectly to a party, or
that sufficient information was not submitted to
the Federal Rebate Processing System to enable
such determination, the Secretary—

(4) may—

(i) recoup the amount of the incorrect pay-
ment; or

(ii) withhold the amount of the incorrect pay-
ment from a payment made to the party pursu-
ant to a subsequent request; and

(B) shall, to the extent the Secretary deter-
mines the benefit of the rebate was not passed
through to the homeowner through a discount
on the price of the retrofit work, order the con-
tractor or vendor to pay the amount of rebate
benefit mot previously passed through to the
homeowner.

SEC. 104. GOLD STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—A Gold Star Home Energy
Retrofit Program rebate shall be awarded, sub-
ject to subsection (b), to participating accredited
contractors and vendors, to reimburse them for
discounts provided to the owner of the home for
the retrofit work, for retrofits that achieve
whole home energy savings carried out after the
date of enactment of this Act in accordance
with this section.

(b) ELIGIBLE MEASURES.—Rebates may be pro-
vided under this section for—

(1) any measure listed as eligible for Silver
Star rebates in section 103; and

(2) any other energy-saving measure, such as
home energy management systems, high-effi-
ciency appliances, highly reflective roofing,
awnings, canopies, and similar external fen-
estration attachments, automatic boiler water
temperature controllers, and mechanical air cir-
culation and heat exchangers in a passive-solar
home—

(A) that can be demonstrated, when installed
and operated as intended, to improve energy ef-
ficiency; and

(B) for which an energy efficiency contribu-
tion can be determined with confidence.

(c¢) ENERGY SAVINGS.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Reductions in whole home
energy consumption under this section shall be
determined by a comparison of the simulated en-
ergy consumption of the home before and after
the retrofit of the home.

(2) DOCUMENTATION.—The percent improve-
ment in energy consumption of a home under
this section shall be documented through—

(A)(i) the use of a whole home simulation soft-
ware program that has been approved under the
Weatherization Assistance Program for Low-In-
come Persons established under part A of title
IV of the Energy Conservation and Production
Act (42 U.S.C. 6861 et seq.); or

(ii) a equivalent performance test established
by the Secretary, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator; or

(B)(i) the use of a whole home simulation soft-
ware program that has been approved under
RESNET Publication No. 06-001 (or a successor
publication approved by the Secretary);

(ii) an equivalent performance test established
by the Secretary, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator;

(iii) a State-certified equivalent rating net-
work, as specified by IRS Notice 2008-35; or

(iv) a HERS rating system approved or re-
quired by the law of the State in which the
home is located.

(3) MONITORING.—The Secretary—

(A) shall continuously monitor the software
programs used for determining rebates under
this section; and

(B) may disallow the use of software programs
that improperly assess energy savings.

(4) ASSUMPTIONS AND TESTING.—The Secretary
may—

(A) establish simulation software program as-
sumptions for carrying out paragraph (2);

(B) require compliance with software program
performance tests covering—

(i) mechanical system performance;

(ii) duct distribution system efficiency;

(iii) hot water performance; or

(iv) other measures; and

(C) require the simulation of pre-retrofit en-
ergy usage to be determined by metered pre-ret-
rofit energy usage.

(5) RECOMMENDED MEASURES.—Software pro-
grams used under this subsection shall have the
ability at a minimum to assess the savings asso-
ciated with all the measures for which rebates
are specifically provided under the Silver Star
Home Energy Retrofit Program.

(d) AMOUNT OF REBATE.—Subject to sub-
section (e)(2), the amount of a rebate provided
under this section shall be—

(1) $3,000 for a 20-percent reduction in whole
home energy consumption; and

(2) an additional 31,000 for each additional 5-
percent reduction up to the lower of—

(4) $8,000; or

(B) 50 percent of the total retrofit cost.

(e)  VERIFICATION AND CORRECTION OF
WORK.—

(1) REIMBURSEMENT.—Omn submission of a
claim by a rebate aggregator to the Federal Re-
bate Processing System, the Secretary shall pro-
vide reimbursement to the rebate aggregator for
energy-efficiency measures installed in a home,
subject to paragraphs (2) and (3).

(2) VERIFICATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), all work conducted in a home as part of a
whole-home retrofit by an accredited contractor
under this section shall be subject to random
field verification by an independent quality as-
surance provider at a rate of—

(i) 15 percent; or

(ii) in the case of work performed by an ac-
credited contractor using a certified workforce,
10 percent.

(B) VERIFICATION NOT REQUIRED.—A home
shall not be subject to field verification under
subparagraph (A) if—

(i) a post-retrofit home energy rating is con-
ducted by an entity that is an eligible certifier
in accordance with—
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(I) RESNET Publication No. 06-001 (or a Suc-
cessor publication approved by the Secretary);

(II) a State-certified equivalent rating net-
work, as specified in IRS Notice 2008-35; or

(II1) a HERS rating system required by the
law of the State in which the home is located;

(ii) the eligible certifier is independent of the
accredited contractor in accordance with
RESNET Publication No. 06-001 (or a successor
publication approved by the Secretary); and

(iii) the rating includes field verification of all
measures for which rebates are being provided.

(C) HOMEOWNER COMPLAINT.—A homeowner
may make a complaint under the quality assur-
ance program that compliance with the quality
assurance requirements of this title has not been
achieved. The quality assurance program shall
provide that, upon receiving such a complaint,
an independent quality assurance provider shall
conduct field verification on the retrofit work
performed by the contractor. Verifications under
this subparagraph shall be in addition to those
conducted under subparagraph (A), and shall
be corrected in accordance with paragraph (3).

(D) ACCESS TO HOME.—In order to be eligible
for a discount from a contractor or vendor for
which a rebate is provided under this section, a
homeowner shall agree to permit such access to
the home, upon reasonable notice and at a mu-
tually convenient time, as is necessary to verify
and correct retrofit work.

(3) CORRECTION.—Rebates under this section
shall be made subject to the following condi-
tions:

(A) The installed measures will comply with
manufacturer and applicable code standards
and the specifications and quality standards
under this section if a field verification by an
independent quality assurance provider finds
that corrective work is needed. Such compliance
shall be achieved by the installing accredited
contractor not later than 14 days after the date
of notification of a defect pursuant to a war-
ranty, provided at no additional cost to the
homeowner.

(B) A subsequent quality assurance visit shall
be conducted to evaluate the remedy not later
than 7 days after notification that the defect
has been corrected.

(C) The quality assurance provider shall no-
tify the contractor of the disposition of such
visit not later than 7 days after the date of the
visit.

(f) REVIEW.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall deter-
mine whether information submitted to the Fed-
eral Rebate Processing System with respect to a
rebate was complete, and on the basis of that in-
formation and other information available to
the Secretary, shall determine whether the re-
quirements of this section were met in all re-
spects.

(2) INCORRECT PAYMENT.—On a determination
of the Secretary under paragraph (1) that a
payment was made incorrectly to a party, or
that sufficient information was not submitted to
the Federal Rebate Processing System to enable
such determination, the Secretary—

(A) may—

(i) recoup the amount of the incorrect pay-
ment; or

(ii) withhold the amount of the incorrect pay-
ment from a payment made to the party pursu-
ant to a subsequent request; and

(B) shall, to the extent the Secretary deter-
mines the benefit of the rebate was not passed
through to the homeowner through a discount
on the price of the retrofit work, order the con-
tractor or vendor to pay the amount of rebate
benefit not previously passed through to the
homeowner.

SEC. 105. QUALITY ASSURANCE.

(a) QUALITY ASSURANCE FRAMEWORK.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—States that elect to carry out
a quality assurance program pursuant to sub-
section (b) shall plan, develop, and implement a
quality assurance framework. The Secretary
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shall promptly solicit the submission of model
State quality assurance framework plans con-
sistent with the requirements of this section
and, not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, shall approve one or more
such model plans that incorporate nationally
consistent high standards for optional use by
States. Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, each State electing to de-
velop a quality assurance framework shall sub-
mit its plan to the Secretary, who shall then ap-
prove or reject such plan within 30 days, pro-
viding a detailed statement of deficiencies if the
plan is rejected. If a State’s plan is rejected,
that State may resubmit its plan within 30 days.

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—A State shall—

(4) develop a quality assurance framework in
consultation with industry stakeholders, includ-
ing representatives of efficiency program man-
agers, contractors, community and workforce or-
ganizations, and environmental, energy effi-
ciency, and labor organizations; and

(B) implement the quality assurance frame-
work mot later than one year after the date of
enactment of this Act.

(3) COMPONENTS.—The quality assurance
framework established wunder this subsection
shall include—

(A) minimum standards for accredited con-
tractors, including—

(i) compliance with applicable Federal, State,
and local laws;

(ii) use of a certified workforce;

(iii) maintenance of records needed to verify
compliance; and

(iv) use of independent contractors only when
appropriately classified as such pursuant to
Revenue ruling 87-41 and section 530(d) of the
Revenue Act of 1978 and relevant State law;

(B) maintenance of a list of accredited con-
tractors;

(C) requirements for maintenance and delivery
to the Federal Rebate Processing System of in-
formation needed to verify compliance and en-
sure appropriate compensation for quality as-
surance providers;

(D) targets and realistic plans for—

(i) the recruitment of minority and women-
owned small business enterprises;

(ii) the employment of graduates of training
programs that primarily serve targeted workers;

(iii) the employment of targeted workers; and

(iv) the availability of financial assistance
under the Home Star Loan Program to—

(I) public use microdata areas that have a
poverty rate of 12 percent or more; and

(II) homeowners served by units of local gov-
ernmment in jurisdictions that have an unemploy-
ment rate that is 2 percent higher than the na-
tional unemployment rate;

(E) a plan to link workforce training for en-
ergy efficiency retrofits with training for the
broader range of skills and occupations in con-
struction or emerging clean energy industries;

(F) quarterly reports to the Secretary on the
progress of implementation of the quality assur-
ance framework and its success in meeting its
targets and plans; and

(G) maintenance of a list of qualified quality
assurance providers and minimum standards for
such quality assurance providers.

(4) NONCOMPLIANCE.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a State that has elected to implement
a quality assurance program, but has failed to
plan, develop, or implement a quality assurance
framework in accordance with this section, the
Secretary shall suspend further grants for State
administration pursuant to section 112(b)(1).

(b) QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may carry out a
quality assurance program—

(A) as part of a State energy conservation
plan established under part D of title 111 of the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C.
6321 et seq.);

(B) to be managed by the office or the des-
ignee of the office—

(i) that is responsible for the development of
the plan under section 362 of that Act (42 U.S.C.
6322); and
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(ii) to the maximum extent practicable, that is
conducting an existing energy efficiency pro-
gram; and

(C) in the case of a grant made to an Indian
tribe, to be managed by an entity designated by
the Indian tribe to carry out a quality assur-
ance program or a national quality assurance
program manager.

(2) NONCOMPLIANCE.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a State has not provided or cannot
provide adequate oversight over a quality assur-
ance program to ensure compliance with this
title, the Secretary may—

(A4) withhold further quality assurance funds
from the State; and

(B) require that quality assurance providers
operating in the State be overseen by a national
quality assurance program manager selected by
the Secretary.

(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—A State that receives a
grant under this title may implement a quality
assurance program through the State or an
independent quality assurance provider des-
ignated by the State, including—

(A) an energy service company;

(B) an electric utility;

(C) a natural gas utility;

(D) an independent administrator designated
by the State; or

(E) a unit of local government.

SEC. 106. REPORTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall submit
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate and the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives a report on this title—

(1) not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act; and

(2) not later than the earlier of—

(4) 2 years after the date of enactment of this
Act; or

(B) December 31, 2012.

(b) CONTENTS.—The report shall include a de-
scription of—

(1) the energy savings produced as a result of
this title;

(2) the direct and indirect employment created
as a result of the programs supported under this
title;

(3) the specific entities implementing the en-
ergy efficiency programs;

(4) the beneficiaries who received the effi-
ciency improvements;

(5) the manner in which funds provided under
this title were used;

(6) the sources (such as mortgage lenders, util-
ity companies, and local governments) and types
of financing used by the beneficiaries to finance
the retrofit exrpenses that were not covered by
rebates provided under this title; and

(7) the results of wverification requirements;
and

(8) any other information the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

(¢) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—Rebate aggregators and
States participating in the Home Star Retrofit
Rebate Program shall provide to the Secretary
such information as the Secretary requires to
prepare the report required under this section.

(2) NONCOMPLIANCE.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a rebate aggregator or State has not
provided the information required under para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall provide to the re-
bate aggregator or State a period of at least 90
days to provide the necessary information, sub-
ject to withholding of funds or reduction of fu-
ture grant amounts.

SEC. 107. TREATMENT OF REBATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, rebates received under
this title—

(1) shall not be considered taxable income to a
homeowner; and

(2) shall supplant any credit allowed under
section 25C or 25D of that Code for eligible work
performed in the home of the homeowner.
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(b) NOTICE.—A participating contractor shall
provide notice to a homeowner of the provisions
of subsection (a) before eligible work is per-
formed in the home of the homeowner.

SEC. 108. HEATING AND COOLING EFFICIENCY
STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall submit
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate and the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives a study not later than 1 year after the date
of enactment of this Act.

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall include a de-
scription of—

(1) the efficiency through the life-cycle of air
conditioning and heat pump products eligible
under section 103; and

(2) a comparison of the efficiency through the
life-cycle of air conditioning and heat pump
products eligible under section 103 to the effi-
ciency through the life-cycle of air conditioning
and heat pump products not eligible under sec-
tion 103.

SEC. 109. PUBLIC INFORMATION CAMPAIGN.

Not later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator, in consulta-
tion with the States and the Secretary, shall de-
velop and implement a public education cam-
paign that describes—

(1) the benefits of home energy retrofits; and

(2) the availability of rebates for the installa-
tion of qualifying energy savings measures
under the Silver Star Home Energy Retrofit Pro-
gram and for whole home energy savings under
the Gold Star Home Energy Retrofit Program.
SEC. 110. PENALTIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may—

(1) assess and compromise a civil penalty
against a person who violates this title (or any
regulation issued under this title); and

(2) require from any entity the records and in-
spections necessary to enforce this title.

(b) CIVIL PENALTY.—A civil penalty assessed
under subsection (a) shall be in an amount not
greater than the higher of—

(1) $15,000 for each violation; or

(2) 3 times the value of any associated rebate
under this title.

SEC. 111. HOME STAR ENERGY EFFICIENCY LOAN
PROGRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ELIGIBLE PARTICIPANT.—The term ‘‘eligible
participant’” means a homeowner who receives
financial assistance from a qualified financing
entity to carry out qualifying energy savings
measures under the Silver Star Home Emnergy
Retrofit Program or whole home energy savings
under the Gold Star Home Energy Retrofit Pro-
gram.

(2) QUALIFIED FINANCING ENTITY.—The term
“‘qualified financing entity’ means a State, po-
litical subdivision of a State, tribal government,
electric utility, natural gas utility, nonprofit or
community-based organization, energy service
company, retailer, or any other entity that—

(A) meets the eligibility requirements of this
section; and

(B) is designated by the Governor of a State in
accordance with subsection (e)(1).

(3) QUALIFIED LOAN PROGRAM MECHANISM.—
The term ‘‘qualified loan program mechanism’
means a mechanism for the establishment and
operation of a loan program that is—

(A) administered by a qualified financing en-
tity; and

(B) funded in significant part—

(i) by funds provided by or overseen by a
State; or

(ii) through the energy loan program of the
Federal National Mortgage Association.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a Home Star Energy Efficiency Loan
Program under which the Secretary shall make
funds available to States to support financial
assistance provided by qualified financing enti-
ties for the installation of qualifying energy sav-
ings measures under the Silver Star Home En-
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ergy Retrofit Program or whole home energy
savings under the Gold Star Home Energy Ret-
rofit Program.

(¢) ELIGIBILITY OF QUALIFIED FINANCING EN-
TITIES.—To be eligible to participate in the
Home Star Loan Program, a qualified financing
entity shall—

(1) offer a financing product under which eli-
gible participants may pay over time for the cost
to the eligible participant (after all applicable
Federal, State, local, and other rebates or incen-
tives are applied) of installations described in
subsection (b);

(2) require all financed installations to be per-
formed by contractors in a manner that meets
minimum standards provided under sections 103
and 104;

(3) establish standard underwriting criteria to
determine the eligibility of Home Star Loan Pro-
gram applicants, which criteria shall be con-
sistent with—

(A) with respect to unsecured consumer loan
programs, standard underwriting criteria used
under the energy loan program of the Federal
National Mortgage Association; or

(B) with respect to secured loans or other
forms of financial assistance, commercially rec-
ognized best practices applicable to the form of
financial assistance being provided (as deter-
mined by the designated entity administering
the Home Star Loan Program in the State); and

(4) undertake particular efforts to make such
loans available in public use microdata areas
that have a poverty rate of 12 percent or more
in a proportion of total loans made at least
equal to the proportion the number of residents
in such areas bears to the total population of
the area served by that qualified financing enti-
ty.
(d) ALLOCATION.—In allocating 75 percent of
the funds made available to States for each fis-
cal year under this section, the Secretary shall
use the formula used to allocate funds to States
to carry out State energy conservation plans es-
tablished under part D of title III of the Energy
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6321 et
seq.). In allocating the remaining 25 percent of
the funds made available to States for each fis-
cal year under this section, the Secretary may
vary the result of the formula to recognize and
reward those States that make the best progress
in providing loans to low-income areas pursuant
to subsection (c)(4).

(e) QUALIFIED FINANCING ENTITIES.—Before
making funds available to a State under this
section, the Secretary shall require the Governor
of the State to provide to the Secretary a letter
of assurance that the State—

(1) has 1 or more qualified financing entities
that meet the requirements of this section;

(2) has established, or has required its des-
ignated qualified financing entities to establish,
a qualified loan program mechanism that—

(4) will use a quality assurance program es-
tablished under this title or another appropriate
methodology to ensure energy savings;

(B) incorporates an effective repayment mech-
anism, which may include—

(i) on-utility-bill repayment;

(ii) tax assessment or other form of property
assessment financing;

(iii) municipal service charges;

(iv) energy or energy efficiency services con-
tracts;

(v) energy efficiency power purchase agree-
ments;

(vi) unsecured loans applying the under-
writing requirements of the energy loan program
of the Federal National Mortgage Association;
or

(vii) alternative contractual repayment mech-
anisms that have been demonstrated to have ap-
propriate risk mitigation features; and

(3) will provide, in a timely manner, all infor-
mation regarding the administration of the
Home Star Loan Program as the Secretary may
require to permit the Secretary to meet the pro-
gram evaluation requirements of subsection (h).
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(f) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds made available to
States for carrying out the Home Star Loan Pro-
gram may be used to support financing mecha-
nisms offered by qualified financing entities to
eligible participants, including—

(1) interest rate reductions to interest rates as
low as 0 percent;

(2) loan loss reserves or other forms of credit
enhancement;

(3) revolving loan funds from which qualified
financing entities may offer direct loans; or

(4) other debt instruments (excluding
securitization instruments) necessary—

(A) to use available funds to obtain appro-
priate leverage through private investment; and

(B) to support widespread deployment of en-
ergy efficiency programs.

(9) USE OF REPAID FUNDS.—In the case of a
revolving loan fund described in subsection
(f)(3), a qualified financing entity may use
funds repaid by eligible participants under the
Home Star Loan Program to provide financial
assistance for additional eligible participants for
installations described in subsection (b) in a
manner that is consistent with this section.

(h) PROGRAM EVALUATION.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress a program
evaluation that describes—

(1) how many eligible participants have par-
ticipated in the Home Star Loan Program;

(2) how many jobs have been created through
the Home Star Loan Program, directly and indi-
rectly;

(3) what steps could be taken to promote fur-
ther deployment of energy efficiency retrofits;

(4) the quantity of verifiable energy savings,
homeowner energy bill savings, and other bene-
fits of the Home Star Loan Program; and

(5) the performance of the programs carried
out by qualified financing entities under this
section, including information on the rate of de-
fault and repayment.

SEC. 112. FUNDING.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (j),
there are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out this title $6,000,000,000 for the period of fis-
cal years 2010 and 2011, to remain available
until expended.

(2) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—Funds pro-
vided under this section shall supplement and
not supplant any prior or planned Federal and
State funding provided to carry out energy effi-
ciency programs. To the extent the Secretary
finds that a State has supplanted other such
programs with funding under this section, the
Secretary may withhold an equivalent amount
of funding from allocations for the State under
this title.

(b) GRANTS TO STATES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Ezxcept as otherwise provided
in this subsection, of the amount provided under
subsection (a), not more than 9 percent is au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary for
providing grants to States, to be used for—

(A) administrative costs of carrying out this
title;

(B) development and implementation of qual-
ity assurance frameworks;

(C) oversight of quality assurance programs;

(D) establishment and delivery of financing
mechanisms, in accordance with paragraph (2);
and

(E) coordination with existing residential ret-
rofit programs and infrastructure development
to assist deployment of the Home Star Retrofit
Rebate Program.

(2) FINANCING.—Of the amounts allocated to
the States under paragraph (1), not less than 60
percent shall be used to carry out section 111.

(3) DISTRIBUTION TO STATES.—

(A) PROVISION OF FUNDS.—Not later than 30
days after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall provide to the State energy of-
fices, or such other State entities as are des-
ignated by the Governor, of States that are car-
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rying out responsibilities under section 105, 25
percent of the funds described in paragraph (1).

(B) ALLOCATION.—Funds described in sub-
paragraph (A) shall be made available in ac-
cordance with the allocation formula for State
energy conservation plans established under
part D of title III of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6321 et seq.).

(C) FUND ALLOCATION PROCESS.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate the remaining 75 percent of
the funds described in paragraph (1) in a man-
ner that may vary from the formula described in
subparagraph (B) as mecessary to best support
the objectives of achieving energy efficiency
gains, employment of underemployed workers,
and implementing quality assurance programs
and frameworks in participating States.

(4) WITHHOLDING OF FUNDS.—To the extent
that the Secretary assumes the responsibilities of
a State under section 101(i), the Secretary shall
withhold the portion of the funds otherwise
transferrable to the State under this section that
are attributable to those State responsibilities.

(5) INDIAN TRIBES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—If an Indian tribe acts in
place of a State for purposes of carrying out the
responsibilities of the State under this title with
respect to its tribal lands pursuant to section
101(h), the Secretary shall transfer to that In-
dian tribe, instead of the State, the propor-
tionate share of funds otherwise transferrable to
the State under this section.

(B) PROPORTIONATE SHARE.—For purposes of
subparagraph (A), the proportionate share shall
be calculated on the basis of the percentage of
the population of the State that resides within
the tribal lands.

(¢) QUALITY ASSURANCE COSTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount provided
under subsection (a), not more than 5 percent
are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary to be used as provided in paragraph (2),
in accordance with information provided by the
State offices or entities described in subsection
(b)(3)(B) with respect to services provided by
quality assurance providers.

(2) DISTRIBUTION TO QUALITY ASSURANCE PRO-
VIDERS OR REBATE AGGREGATORS.—The Sec-
retary shall use funds provided under this sub-
section to compensate quality assurance pro-
viders and rebate aggregators for services pro-
vided under this title.

(3) COMPENSATION.—The amount of com-
pensation provided under this subsection shall
be—

(A)(i) in the case of the Silver Star Home En-
ergy Retrofit Program—

(I) not more than $25 to rebate aggregators per
rebate review and processing under the pro-
gram; and

(II) 3150 to quality assurance providers for
each field inspection conducted under the pro-
gram; and

(ii) in the case of the Gold Star Home Energy
Retrofit Program—

(I) not more than $35 to rebate aggregators for
each rebate review and processing under the
program; and

(II) 3300 to quality assurance providers for
each field inspection conducted under the pro-
gram; or

(B) such other amounts as the Secretary con-
siders necessary to carry out the quality assur-
ance provisions of this title to optimize the over-
all energy efficiency resulting from the Silver
Star Home Energy Retrofit Program and the
Gold Star Home Energy Retrofit Program.

(d) TRACKING OF REBATES AND EXPENDI-
TURES.—Of the amount provided under Sub-
section (a), not more than 2.5 percent are au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary to
be used for costs associated with tracking re-
bates and expenditures through the Federal Re-
bate Processing System under this title, tech-
nical assistance to States, and related adminis-
trative costs incurred by the Secretary.

(e) PUBLIC EDUCATION AND COORDINATION.—
Of the amount provided under subsection (a),
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not more than 0.2 percent are authoriced to be
appropriated to the Administrator to be used for
costs associated with public education and co-
ordination with the Federal Energy Star pro-
gram.

(f) SILVER STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PRO-
GRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount provided
under subsection (a), after subtracting the
amounts authorized in subsections (b), (d), and
(e) of this section, two-thirds of the remainder
are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary to be used to provide rebates and other
payments authorized under the Silver Star
Home Energy Retrofit Program.

(2) PRODUCTS PURCHASED WITHOUT INSTALLA-
TION SERVICES.—Of the amounts appropriated
pursuant to this subsection for the Silver Star
program, 7.5 percent shall be made available for
rebates under section 103(f).

(9) GoLD STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PRO-
GRAM.—Of the amount provided wunder sub-
section (a), after subtracting the amounts au-
thorized in subsections (b), (d), and (e) of this
section, one-third of the remainder is authorized
to be appropriated to the Secretary to be used to
provide rebates and other payments authorized
under the Gold Star Home Energy Retrofit Pro-
gram.

(h) RETURN OF UNDISBURSED FUNDS.—

(1) SILVER STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PRO-
GRAM.—If the Secretary has mnot disbursed all
the funds available for rebates under the Silver
Star Home Energy Retrofit Program by the date
that is 1 year after the date of enactment of this
Act, any undisbursed funds shall be made avail-
able to the Gold Star Home Energy Retrofit Pro-
gram.

(2) GOLD STAR HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PRO-
GRAM.—If the Secretary has mot disbursed all
the funds available for rebates under the Gold
Star Home Energy Retrofit Program by the date
that is 2 years after the date of enactment of
this Act, any undisbursed funds shall be re-
turned to the Treasury.

(i) SUNSET.—With the exception of the provi-
sions of section 102(c)(5), (6), and (7), sections
107, 110, and 111, this subsection, and the rel-
evant definitions in section 2 to those provi-
sions, this title shall cease to be effective after
December 31, 2012. Nothing in this subsection
shall prevent a State from continuing to imple-
ment a quality assurance framework established
pursuant to section 105.

TITLE II—ENERGY EFFICIENT
MANUFACTURED HOMES
SEC. 201. ENERGY EFFICIENT MANUFACTURED
HOMES.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) MANUFACTURED HOME.—The term ‘‘manu-
factured home” has the meaning given such
term in section 603 of the National Manufac-
tured Housing Construction and Safety Stand-
ards Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5402).

(2) ENERGY STAR QUALIFIED MANUFACTURED
HOME.—The term ‘“Energy Star qualified manu-
factured home’ means a manufactured home
that has been designed, produced, and installed
in accordance with Energy Star’s guidelines by
an Energy Star certified plant.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section is
to assist low-income households vesiding in
manufactured homes constructed prior to 1976 to
save energy and energy expenditures by pro-
viding funding for the purchase of new Energy
Star qualified manufactured homes.

(¢) GRANTS TO STATE AGENCIES.—

(1) GRANTS.—The Secretary may make grants
to State agencies responsible for developing
State energy conservation plans under section
362 of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act
(42 U.S.C. 6322) (or such other existing State
agency that exercises similar functions as the
Governor of a State may designate), to provide
owners of manufactured homes constructed
prior to 1976 funding to use to purchase new
Energy Star qualified manufactured homes.
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(2) ALLOCATION OF GRANTS.—Grants under
paragraph (1) shall be distributed to State agen-
cies in States on the basis of their proportionate
share of all manufactured homes constructed
prior to 1976 that are occupied as primary resi-
dences in the United States, based on the most
recent and accurate data available.

(3) FUNDING.—

(A) PRIMARY RESIDENCE REQUIREMENT.—
Funding described under paragraph (1) may
only be made to an owner of a manufactured
home constructed prior to 1976 that has been
used by the owner as a primary residence on a
year-round basis for at least the previous 12
months.

(B) DESTRUCTION AND REPLACEMENT.—Fund-
ing described under paragraph (1) may be pro-
vided only if the manufactured home con-
structed prior to 1976 will be—

(i) destroyed (including appropriate recy-
cling); and

(ii) replaced, in an appropriate area, as deter-
mined by the applicable State agency, with an
Energy Star qualified manufactured home.

(C) LIMITATION.—Funding described under
paragraph (1) may not be provided to any owner
of a manufactured home constructed prior to
1976 that was or is a member of a household for
which any member of the household was pro-
vided funding pursuant to this section.

(D) ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS.—To be eligible to
receive funding described under paragraph (1),
an owner of a manufactured home constructed
prior to 1976 shall demonstrate to the applicable
State agency that the total income of all mem-
bers the owner’s household does not exceed 80
percent of the area median income in the appli-
cable area, as determined by the Secretary.

(E) LEASES.—To be eligible to receive funding
described under paragraph (1), an owner of a
manufactured home constructed prior to 1976
who intends to place the new Energy Star quali-
fied manufactured home on property leased from
another person shall hold a lease to such prop-
erty of at least 3 years in duration.

(4) FUNDING AMOUNT.—Funding provided by
State agencies under this subsection shall not
exceed $7,500 per manufactured home from any
funds appropriated pursuant to this section.

(5) USE OF STATE FUNDS.—A State agency pro-
viding funding under this section may supple-
ment the amount of such funding under para-
graph (4) by any amount such agency approves
if such additional amount is from State funds
and other sources, including private donations
and grants or loans from charitable founda-
tions.

(6) SIMILAR PROGRAMS.—

(A) STATE PROGRAMS.—A State agency con-
ducting a program that has the purpose of re-
placing manufactured homes constructed prior
to 1976 with Energy Star qualified manufac-
tured homes may use funds provided under this
section to support such a program, provided
such funding does not exceed the funding limi-
tation amount under paragraph (4).

(B) FEDERAL PROGRAMS.—The Secretary shall
seek to achieve the purpose of this section
through similar Federal programs including—

(i) the Weatherization Assistance Program
under part A of title IV of the Energy Conserva-
tion and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6861 et seq.);
and

(ii) the program under part D of title III of the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C.
6321 et seq.).

(7) ADMINISTRATION.—

(A) CONTROLS AND PROCEDURES.—Each State
agency receiving funds under this section shall
establish fiscal controls and accounting proce-
dures sufficient, as determined by the Secretary,
to ensure proper accounting for disbursements
made from such funds and fund balances. Such
procedures shall conform to generally accepted
Government accounting principles.

(B) COORDINATION WITH OTHER STATE AGEN-
CIES.—A State agency receiving funds under
this section may coordinate its efforts, and
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share funds for administration, with other State
agencies or nonprofit organizations involved in
low-income housing programs.

(C) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—A State agen-
cy receiving funds under this section may ex-
pend not more than 10 percent of such funds for
administrative expenses.

(d) DECOMMISSIONING.—A person receiving
funding under subsection (c) may also be pro-
vided not to exceed $2,500 for the decommis-
sioning of the manufactured home being re-
placed.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to the Secretary to carry out this
section $200,000,000 for fiscal year 2010 and
$400,000,000 for fiscal year 2011, to remain avail-
able until expended.

(2)  ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES.—Of the
amounts available each fiscal year to carry out
this section, the Secretary may expend not more
than 5 percent to pay administrative expenses.

The CHAIR. No amendment to the
committee amendment is in order ex-
cept those printed in House Report 111-
475. Bach amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I, as the designee of Mr.
WAXMAN, rise to offer an amendment.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. MARKEY
of Massachusetts:

Page 3, lines 12 through 14, strike ‘‘under
other standards approved by the Secretary,
in consultation with the Administrator’ and
insert ‘‘under other standards that the Sec-
retary shall approve or deny not later than
30 days after submittal, in consultation with
the Administrator”.

Page 4, lines 21 through 23, strike ‘‘other
standards approved by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Labor and
the Administrator’” and insert ‘“other stand-
ards that the Secretary shall approve or
deny not later than 30 days after submittal,
in consultation with the Secretary of Labor
and the Administrator’.

Page b, line 8, insert ‘‘or wholesale’’ after
“retail”’.

Page 6,
€110,

Page 8, lines 11 through 13, strike ‘‘any
other entity designated for such purpose by
the Secretary, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator” and insert ‘‘any other entity
that is accredited under standards that the
Secretary shall approve or deny not later
than 30 days after submittal, in consultation
with the Administrator”.

Page 10, lines 5 through 9, amend subpara-
graph (A) to read as follows:

(A) establish a Federal Rebate Processing
System which shall serve as a database and
information technology system to allow—

(i) rebate aggregators to submit claims for
reimbursement using standard data proto-
cols;

line 6, strike ‘1117 and insert
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(ii) quality assurance reports to be identi-
fied with the work for which rebates are
claimed; and

(iii) any Home Star loans to be linked to
the work for which they are made;

Page 10, line 15, strike “‘and’’.

Page 10, line 16, redesignate subparagraph
(C) as subparagraph (D).

Page 10, after line 15, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(C) establish a means by which a State
may obtain confidential access to records of
work performed in that State from the data-
base; and

Page 11, lines 1 through 3, strike ‘‘executes
a Home” and all that follows through ‘‘af-
firming”’ and insert ‘‘affirms, in each Home
Star rebate application submitted to a re-
bate aggregator,”.

Page 12, lines 8 and 12, redesignate para-
graphs (6) and (7) as paragraphs (7) and (8),
respectively.

Page 12, after line 7, insert the following
new paragraph:

(6) agreeing to cooperate with and comply
with the requirements of the quality assur-
ance provider assigned to inspect any work
done, subject to any appeals or dispute reso-
lution process described in section 105(b)(4);

Page 12, line 16, strike ‘112" and insert
“1117.

Page 13, strike lines 1 through 3, and insert
‘‘the Secretary may appoint and set basic
rates of pay for such professional and admin-
istrative personnel as the Secretary con-
siders necessary to carry out this title. Such
authority shall not apply to positions in the
Senior Executive Service. The number of
personnel appointed under this paragraph
shall not exceed 30 full-time equivalent em-
ployees. The terms of appointment of all per-
sonnel appointed under this paragraph shall
expire upon the termination of the programs
established under this title.””.

Page 13, lines 4 through 8, amend para-
graph (2) to read as follows:

(2) RATE OF PAY.—The basic rate of pay for
a person appointed under paragraph (1) shall
not exceed the maximum rate of basic pay
payable for GS-15 of the General Schedule
under section 5332 of title 5, United States
Code.

Page 13, lines 9 through 21, strike para-
graphs (3) and (4) (and redesignate the subse-
quent paragraphs accordingly).

Page 16, strike lines 8 through 10 and insert
the following:

(5) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—(A) Paragraph (1)
shall be effective only until December 31,
2010, except with respect to personnel ap-
pointed to support the quality assurance and
enforcement of the programs established
under this title, for which appointments may
be made under paragraph (1) until the termi-
nation of the programs established under
this title pursuant to section 111(i).

(B) Paragraphs (3) and (4) shall be effective
only until the date that is 2 years after the
date of enactment of this Act, except with
respect to regulations and information col-
lection relating to the quality assurance and
enforcement of the programs established
under this title.

Page 18, lines 1, 3, 6, and 11, strike ‘‘section
105 and insert ‘‘section 105 or 110°".

Page 18, line 17, insert ‘‘unless the energy
savings measures installed pursuant to sec-
tion 103 are excluded from the calculations
performed for purposes of section 104 and the
total amount of rebates paid for the home
does not exceed the maximum rebate avail-
able pursuant to section 104’ after ‘‘the same
home”.

Page 19, line 7, strike ‘‘section’ and insert
“title”.

Page 21, after line 10, insert the following
new subsections:

(0) INFORMATION HOTLINES.—
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(1) CONTRACTORS.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and publicize a telephone hotline for
contractors to call to obtain information
about the programs under this Act.

(2) HOMEOWNERS.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and publicize a telephone hotline for
homeowners to call to obtain information
about the programs under this Act.

(p) ONLINE CHAT FUNCTION.—The Secretary
shall determine the feasibility and effective-
ness of establishing an online chat function
through the website established for the
Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program, and
may establish such a function as appro-

priate.

Page 21, line 20, insert ‘‘, in one or more
particular States,” after ‘‘any rebate
aggregator’’.

Page 21, line 21, insert ‘‘The Secretary

shall consult with States operating existing
residential energy efficiency and retrofit
programs on how best to coordinate the
Home Star Retrofit Rebate Program with
such existing programs, including the des-
ignation of rebate aggregators.” after ‘‘com-
petent manner.”.

Page 21, line 22, strike ‘‘30 days’’ and insert
‘60 days’’.

Page 21, strike lines 24 and 25, and insert
“‘a sufficient number of rebate aggregators in
each State to ensure that rebate applications
can be accepted from all qualified contrac-
tors.”.

Page 22, line 10, insert ‘‘not later than 10
days after receipt of a complete rebate appli-
cation,” after “(3)”.

Page 22, line 14,
€107,

Page 23, line 22 strike ‘‘and’’.

Page 23, line 25, strike ‘“would not disrupt”
and insert ‘‘would facilitate coordination
with, and not disrupt,”.

Page 24, line 3, insert ‘‘and’’ after the semi-
colon.

Page 24, after line 3, insert the following
new clause:

(iv) whose operational facilities, employ-
ees, electronic recordkeeping hardware and
facilities, and conventional records used to
carry out the responsibilities of a rebate
aggregator are located wholly within the
United States, to the extent consistent with
the international obligations of the United
States.

Page 25, line 18, insert ‘‘and to the avail-
ability of funding pursuant to section 111
after ‘‘subsection (d)(4)”.

Page 26, line 9, strike ‘‘polyurethane’ and
insert ‘‘insulating’’.

Page 26, line 25, insert ‘‘, except that a
State, with the approval of the Secretary,
may designate climate zone subregions as a
function of varying elevation’ after ‘‘struc-
tural capacity’’.

Page 27, line 6, strike ‘‘seal or replace-
ment” and insert ‘‘sealing or replacement
and sealing”’.

Page 27, line 10, strike ‘‘, replaces’ and in-
sert ‘“‘and sealing, replaces and seals’’.

Page 27, line 17, insert ‘‘or adds at least R-
10 of continuous insulation” after ‘‘thick-
ness’.

Page 28, lines 10 through 21 amend para-
graph (6) to read as follows:

(6) Window replacement that replaces at
least 8 exterior windows, or 75 percent of the
exterior windows in a home, whichever is
less, with windows that—

(A) are certified by the National Fenestra-
tion Rating Council; and

(B) comply with criteria applicable to win-
dows under section 25(c) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 or, in areas above 5,000 feet
elevation, have a U-factor of at least 0.35
when replacing windows that are single-
glazed or double-glazed with an internal air
space of V4 inch or less.

Page 28, lines 22 through 24, amend para-
graph (7) to read as follows:

strike ‘‘30” and insert
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(7) Door or skylight replacement that re-
places at least 1 exterior door or skylight
with doors or skylights that comply with the
2010 Energy Star specification for doors or
skylights.

Page 29, lines 1 through 3, amend clause (i)
to read as follows:

(i) a natural gas or propane furnace with a
furnace that has—

(I) an AFUE rating of 92 or greater; or

(IT) an AFUE rating of 95 or greater;

Page 29, line 12, through page 30, line 17,
amend clause (v) to read as follows:

(v) a wood or pellet furnace, boiler, or
stove, if—

(I) the new system—

(aa) meets at least 75 percent of the heat-
ing demands of the home; and

(bb) in the case of a wood stove, but not a
pellet stove, replaces an existing wood stove,
but not a pellet stove, and is certified by the
Administrator;

(IT) the home has a distribution system
(such as ducts, vents, blowers, or affixed
fans) that allows heat to reach all or most
parts of the home;

(III) in the case where an old wood stove is
being replaced, a voucher is provided by the
installer or other responsible party certi-
fying that the old wood stove has been re-
moved and rendered inoperable or recycled
at an appropriate recycling facility; and

(IV) an accredited independent laboratory
recognized by the Administrator certifies
that the new system—

(aa) has thermal efficiency (lower heating
value) of at least 75 percent for wood and pel-
let stoves, and at least 80 percent for fur-
naces and boilers; and

(bb) has particulate emissions of less than
3.0 grams per hour for stoves, and less than
0.32 1bs/mmBTU for outdoor furnaces and
boilers.

Page 30, line 23, strike ‘‘Air” and insert
‘“Air-source air’’.

Page 31, lines 4 and 5, amend clause (i) to
read as follows:

(i) in the case of an air-source air condi-
tioner—

(I) SEER 16 and EER 13; or

(IT) SEER 18 and EER 15; and

Page 31, line 18, strike ‘‘or a’’ and insert ‘,
or a natural gas or propane storage or
tankless water heater with’.

Page 32, lines 9 through 11, amend subpara-
graph (F) to read as follows:

(F) an electric tankless water heater with
an energy factor or thermal efficiency, as ap-
plicable, of .96 or more or a thermal effi-
ciency of 96 percent or more, that operates
on not greater than 25 kilowatts;

Page 32, lines 17 through 21, amend sub-
paragraph (H) to read as follows:

(H) a water heater installed in conjunction
with a qualifying geothermal heat pump de-
scribed in paragraph (10) that provides do-
mestic water heating through the use of—

(i) a desuperheater; or

(ii) year-round demand water heating capa-
bility.

Page 32, line 22, insert ‘‘or doors’ after
“Storm windows”’.

Page 32, lines 23 through 25, strike ‘‘single-
glazed windows that do not have storm win-
dows;”’ and insert ‘‘doors or existing single-
glazed windows; and”’.

Page 33, lines 1 through 3, strike subpara-
graph (B).

Page 33, line 4, redesignate subparagraph
(C) as subparagraph (B).

Page 33, line 5, insert ‘‘or doors’ after
“‘storm windows”’.

Page 33, line 10, strike ‘‘less’” and insert
“‘more”’.

Page 33, line 16, insert ‘‘for installations’
after ‘‘at least 1.1,

Page 34, line 18, strike ‘“‘and”.

Page 34, line 20, strike the period and in-
sert *‘; and”’.
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Page 34, after line 20, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(C) an air-source air conditioner described
in subsection (b)(9)(B)({E)II).

Page 35, line 1, insert ‘“‘and per skylight”’
after ‘“‘per door”.

Page 35, line 2, insert ‘‘and 2 Energy Star
skylights’ after ‘“‘Energy Star doors’.

Page 35, line 4, strike ‘‘$250° and insert
¢‘$400”°.

Page 35, lines 7 through 15, redesignate
subparagraphs (C) through (F) as subpara-
graphs (D) through (G), respectively.

Page 35, after line 6, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(C) $750 for a water heater described in sub-
section (b)(11)(B);

Page 35, line 9, insert ‘“‘or door’’ after ‘“‘each
storm window”’.

Page 35, line 11, insert ‘‘or doors”
“‘storm windows’’.

Page 35, line 14, strike ‘‘and’’.

Page 35, line 16, strike the period and in-
sert a semicolon.

Page 35, after line 16, insert the following
new subparagraphs:

(H) $750 for heating system replacement de-
scribed in subsection (b)(8)(A)({)(I);

(I) $500 for a wood or pellet stove that has
a heating capacity of at least 28,000 Btu per
hour and meets all of the requirements of
subsection (b)(8)(A)(v), except for the re-
quirements of subclause (I)(aa) and subclause
(IT); and

(J) $500 for a for a desuperheater as de-
scribed in subsection (b)(11)(H)(1).

Page 38, line 4, strike ““A” and insert ‘“‘Not
later than 1 year after the completion of a
project for which rebates are sought, a’’.

Page 38, line 7, strike ‘‘quality assurance
requirements of this title has’” and insert
“required specifications for each measure or
standards for installation have’.

Page 39, line 23, insert ‘‘as of the date of
enactment of this Act’ after ‘‘qualify’’.

Page 39, line 25 through page 40, line 1,
strike ¢, but with” and all that follows
through ‘‘has been made’’.

Page 40, line 4, strike ‘‘polyurethane’ and
insert ‘‘insulating”’.

Page 42, line 5, insert ‘“‘and the availability
of funds pursuant to section 111’ after ‘‘sub-
section (b)”’.

Page 42, line 19, insert ‘‘energy-efficient
wood products, insulated vinyl siding,”” after
‘“‘temperature controllers,”’.

Page 45, line 2, strike ‘‘metered’ and insert
“verified”.

Page 46, line 3, strike ‘‘conducted in’’ and
insert ‘‘and energy savings projections con-
ducted with respect to”.

Page 47, line 12, strike ‘““‘A”’ and insert ‘“‘Not
later than 1 year after completion of a
project for which rebates are sought, a’’.

Page 48, lines 10 through 19, amend sub-
paragraph (A) to read as follows:

(A) If a field verification by an independent
quality assurance provider finds that correc-
tive work is needed, the accredited con-
tractor will correct the work so the installed
measures comply with manufacturer and ap-
plicable code standards, and reasonably de-
termined energy savings projections indicate
compliance with the specifications and qual-
ity standards under this title. Such compli-
ance shall be achieved not later than 14 days
after the date of notification of a defect pur-
suant to a warranty, provided at no addi-
tional cost to the homeowner.

Page 50, after line 3, insert the following
new subsection:

(g) ACCREDITATION SCHOLARSHIPS.—The
Secretary may provide up to 0.3 percent of
the funding available for carrying out this
section for need-based scholarships to indi-
viduals to enable them to qualify as accred-
ited contractors. In providing such scholar-
ships, the Secretary shall factor in the num-
ber of accredited contractors in the State

after
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and their proportion to the State’s popu-
lation.

Page 52, line 5, strike ‘“‘minority and” and
insert “minority, veteran, and”.

Page 53, after line 2, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(F) to the extent practicable, a plan to in-
corporate existing clean energy and energy
efficiency coursework, worker training pro-
grams, and worker certification programs at
community colleges;

. Pa’g:e 53, line 3, strike ‘‘(F)” and insert
“(g;.’g’".e 53, line 7, strike ‘“(G)” and insert
“(g;gé 53, line 16, strike ‘112 and insert
1I1’1Lg;e 55, after line 8, insert the following

new paragraph:

(4) APPEALS AND DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROC-
ESS.—A quality assurance program estab-
lished under this subsection shall include an
expedited and final appeals and dispute reso-
lution process.

Page 57, lines 3 through 14, strike section
107 (and redesignate the subsequent sections
accordingly).

Page 58, line 7, insert ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—"’
before ‘“Not later than”.

Page 58, line 11, strike ‘“‘and’’.

Page 58, line 16, strike the period and in-
sert a semicolon.

Page 58, after line 16, insert the following:

(3) the benefits of the programs under this
title for senior citizens; and

(4) financing options as needed to inform
consumers and qualified financing entities of
the details of the Home Star Energy Effi-
ciency Loan Program under section 110.

The public education campaign shall not in-
clude any distribution of gift or promotional
items without direct educational value.

(b) VETERANS.—The Administrator shall
coordinate with the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs on how to implement an outreach
strategy to veterans and veteran service or-
ganizations about retrofit rebate programs.

Page 60, line 2, strike ‘‘subsection (e)(1)”’
and insert ‘‘subsection (d)(1)”.

Page 60, line 8, strike ‘“‘and”’.

Page 60, line 14, strike the period and in-
sert ¢“; and”.

Page 60, after line 14, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(C) limited to financing the homeowners’
portion of a Silver Star or Gold Star project
undertaken pursuant to this title.

Page 60, line 17, insert ‘‘, subject to the
availability of funding pursuant to section
111,” after ‘‘the Secretary’’.

Page 61, line 22, strike ‘‘and”’.

Page 62, line 4, strike the period and insert
“yand’.

Page 62, after line 4, insert the following
new paragraph:

(5) undertake particular efforts to make
such loans available to senior citizens living
in older homes or living on fixed incomes.

Page 62, lines 5 through 16, strike sub-
section (d) (and redesignate the subsequent
subsections accordingly).

Page 63, lines 22 and 23, strike ‘‘manner, all
information regarding’”’ and insert ‘‘man-
ner—

(A) to the rebate aggregator all informa-
tion regarding each loan made with respect
to a project for which the rebate aggregator
accepted a rebate application; and

(B) information concerning”’.

Page 64, line 4, insert ‘‘solely” after ‘“‘may
be used’’.

Page 64, line 6, strike ‘‘to eligible partici-
pants, including” and insert ‘. The support
for qualified loan program financing mecha-
nisms may include’’.

Page 64, line 10, insert ‘‘or’’ after the semi-
colon.
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Page 64, line 12, strike *‘; or’’ and insert a
period.

Page 64, lines 13 through 18, strike para-
graph (4).

Page 64, line 20, strike ‘‘subsection (f)(3)”’
and insert ‘‘subsection (e)(3)”.

Page 64, line 25, insert ‘“‘Any money that is
repaid under a Gold Star or Silver Star loan
into a State a revolving loan fund after a
date 2 years from the date of enactment of
this title may be retained by that State and
utilized for purposes of providing additional
loans for home energy retrofit purposes or to
support a State home energy efficiency ret-
rofit program. In the event that the Sec-
retary is carrying out the Home Star Energy
Efficiency Loan program in lieu of a State
program, such repayments shall be returned
to the Treasury.” after ‘“‘with this section.”.

Page 65, line 19, strike ‘‘Subject to sub-
section (j), there” and insert ‘“There’’.

Page 66, line 8 through page 68, line 2,
strike paragraphs (1) through (3) and insert
the following:

(1) DISTRIBUTION TO STATES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, of the amount pro-
vided under subsection (a), 3.6 percent is au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary
for providing grants to States, to be used
for—

(i) administrative costs of carrying out
this title;

(ii) development and implementation of
quality assurance frameworks;

(iii) oversight of quality assurance pro-
grams;

(iv) establishment and delivery of financ-
ing mechanisms, in accordance with para-
graph (2); and

(v) coordination with existing residential
retrofit programs and infrastructure devel-
opment to assist deployment of the Home
Star Retrofit Rebate Program.

(B) DISTRIBUTION.—

(i) PROVISION OF FUNDS.—Not later than 30
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall provide to the State en-
ergy offices, or such other State entities as
are designated by the Governor, of States
that are carrying out responsibilities under
section 105, 25 percent of the funds described
in subparagraph (A).

(ii) ALLOCATION.—Funds described in clause
(i) shall be made available in accordance
with the allocation formula for State energy
conservation plans established under part D
of title III of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6321 et seq.).

(iii) FUND ALLOCATION PROCESS.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate the remaining 75 per-
cent of the funds described in clause (i) in a
manner that may vary from the formula de-
scribed in clause (ii) as necessary to best
support the objectives of achieving energy
efficiency gains, employment of under-
employed workers, and implementing qual-
ity assurance programs and frameworks in
participating States.

(2) FINANCING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, of the amount pro-
vided under subsection (a), 5.4 percent is au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary
for carrying out section 110.

(B) DISTRIBUTION.—

(i) PROVISION OF FUNDS.—Not later than 90
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall provide to the State en-
ergy offices, or such other State entities as
are designated by the Governor, of States
that are carrying out responsibilities under
section 105, 75 percent of the funds described
in subparagraph (A).

(ii) ALLOCATION.—Funds described in clause
(i) shall be made available in accordance
with the allocation formula for State energy
conservation plans established under part D
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of title III of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6321 et seq.).

(iii) FUND ALLOCATION PROCESS.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate the remaining 25 per-
cent of the funds described in clause (i) in a
manner that may vary from the formula de-
scribed in clause (ii) and reward those States
that make the best progress in providing
loans to low-income areas pursuant to sec-
tion 110(c)(4).

Page 68, lines 3 and 9, redesignate para-
graphs (4) and (5) as paragraphs (3) and (4),
respectively.

Page 68, line 23, insert ‘‘AND REBATE AG-
GREGATION” after “QUALITY ASSURANCE”.

Page 69, line 4, strike ‘‘subsection
(b)(3)(B)”’ and insert ‘“‘subsection
() W)BYED™.

Page 69, line b5, insert ‘‘and rebate

aggregators’ after ‘‘assurance providers’.

Page 71, line 1, strike ‘‘(b), (d)”” and insert
“(b), (), (A)”.

Page 71, line 13, strike ‘‘(b), (d)”’ and insert
“(b), (), (A)”.

Page 72, after line 6, insert the following
new paragraph:

(3) HOME STAR ENERGY EFFICIENCY LOAN
PROGRAM.—If a State, or the Secretary act-
ing in lieu of a State program, has not dis-
bursed or provided in the form of loans all
the funds available for such loans under the
Home Star Energy Efficiency Loan Program
by the date that is 2 years after the date of
enactment of this title, any undisbursed
funds shall be returned to the Treasury.

Page 72, line 8, strike ‘107, 110, and 111"
and insert ‘109 and 110"".

Page 72, after line 13, insert the following
new section:

SEC. 113. NOISE ABATEMENT STUDY.

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of
the Senate and the Committee on Energy
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives a study of the effects of the energy sav-
ings measures made as a result of this Act on
noise abatement.

Page 72, line 15, insert ‘“‘AND MODULAR”’
after “MANUFACTURED”.

Page 72, line 16, insert
after ‘‘MANUFACTURED’’.

Page 73, after line 3, insert the following
new paragraphs:

(3) MODULAR HOME.—The term
home’ means a structure that is—

(A) designed and manufactured to comply
with applicable national, State, and local
building codes and regulations;

(B) transportable in one or more sections;

(C) not constructed on a permanent chas-
sis; and

(D) designed to be used as a dwelling on
permanent foundations when connected to
required utilities, including the plumbing,
heating, air conditioning, and electrical sys-
tems contained therein.

(4) ENERGY STAR QUALIFIED MODULAR
HOME.—The term ‘Energy Star qualified
modular home’” means a modular home that
has been designed, produced, and installed in
accordance with Energy Star’s guidelines.

Page 73, line 8, insert ‘‘or new Energy Star
qualified modular homes” after ‘‘manufac-
tured homes™’.

Page 73, line 18, insert ‘‘or new Energy Star
qualified modular homes’ after ‘“‘manufac-
tured homes”’.

Page 74, line 18, insert ‘‘or Energy Star
qualified modular home’” after ‘‘manufac-
tured home™’.

Page 75, line 13, insert ‘‘or new Energy Star
qualified modular home’ after ‘‘manufac-
tured home™’.

Page 75, line 18, insert ‘“‘or modular home”’
after ‘“‘manufactured home”.

‘“AND MODULAR’’

“modular
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Page 76, lines 3 though 21, amend para-
graph (6) to read as follows:

(6) STATE PROGRAMS.—A State agency con-
ducting a program that has the purpose of
replacing manufactured homes constructed
prior to 1976 with Energy Star qualified man-
ufactured homes or Energy Star qualified
modular homes may use funds provided
under this section to support such a pro-
gram, provided such funding does not exceed
the funding limitation amount under para-
graph (4).

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and a Member
opposed each will control 10 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, Chairman WAXMAN’s
amendment strengthens the core func-
tions of Home Star: to save energy,
create jobs, and save consumers
money. I will highlight just a few of
the provisions in the amendment.

The amendment offers additional re-
bates for super-efficient air condi-
tioners and furnaces. It requires rebate
aggregators under Home Star to be en-
tirely employed in the United States.
And it includes rebates for storm win-
dows and doors.

The technical changes to the amend-
ment have streamlined the effective-
ness of the program. For example, the
amendment includes a provision to en-
sure coordination between existing
State energy efficiency programs and
Home Star. I think that Chairman
WAXMAN’S amendment improves sig-
nificantly the bill. I think it contrib-
utes to our overall goals. I ask that the
amendment be accepted by the House.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Madam Chair,
I rise in opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

0O 1315

Mr. BARTON of Texas. We do oppose
the manager’s amendment, Madam
Chair. It is a good-faith attempt to try
to perfect some of the anomalies with-
in it. It’s fairly long-winded. It’s fairly
complicated, because when the govern-
ment starts to intervene in the mar-
ketplace, it has to intervene more and
more pervasively to try to handle all of
the various things that normally the
hidden hand of the market, to quote
ADAM SMITH, would correct or take
care of.

So, if you support the underlying
bill, you should support the manager’s
amendment because it is trying to cor-
rect the problems which those who sup-
port it have seen in the underlying bill.
If you don’t support the underlying
bill, which I do not, you should oppose
the Waxman amendment because here
is a program, again, which is spending
$6.6 billion—or at least is authorizing
the spending of $6.6 billion, which we
don’t have, which has no pay-for, and
the Department of Energy has a $5 bil-
lion program currently on the books
that has been appropriated for which
they’ve not yet handed out the money.
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So we oppose Chairman WAXMAN’S
manager’s amendment and would ask
for a “‘no” vote.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady from
Arizona (Ms. GIFFORDS).

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Chair, I rise
today to proudly support the Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act.

Energy efficiency saves fuel, elec-
tricity, and it helps Americans to save
money. However, embracing energy ef-
ficiency at home isn’t just about en-
ergy or money. It improves the comfort
and quality of life that people experi-
ence every day. It actually makes
homes better places to live.

I support this bill because it creates
jobs in all 50 States, which is a priority
of this Congress. Whether you live in
sunny Arizona, like myself, or icy
Alaska, people will use their local in-
stallers to make these upgrades to
their homes.

I would like to thank the committee
for accepting my amendment, which
directs the Secretary of Energy to pro-
vide need-based scholarships for train-
ing programs to get Gold Star certifi-
cation. To take full advantage of the
Home Star program, we need to grow a
workforce that can implement these
programs in every State and in any
home. The scholarships made possible
by my amendment will allow these in-
dividuals looking for jobs to get the
training that they need so that Ameri-
cans can fully realize the full benefit of
the Home Star program. Training a
new generation of skilled workers is a
smart investment that will pay divi-
dends in the future.

This bill is about jobs. It’s also about
training the smart workforce, and it’s
about saving resources and money for
American families at this critical time.
That is why I am so proud to support
the Home Star Energy Retrofit Act.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I have no fur-
ther speakers on this amendment. I re-
quest a ‘‘no”’ vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. CARNAHAN).

Mr. CARNAHAN. Madam Chair, I
would like to thank Chairman MARKEY
for his leadership and all the others in-
volved in this legislation, the Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act of 2010, and
also, in particular, Representative
WELCH and the other sponsors of the
bill that have really led this effort.

This is a bill that will help in this
tough recession which our country has
been going through by also providing
incentives to help generate our econ-
omy, to get it moving again, and do it
in ways that are smart—smart by pro-
viding incentives to encourage home-
owners to make their homes more en-
ergy efficient by providing up-front re-
bates for home energy savings invest-
ments, such as improved insulation,
upgrades to HVAC systems, and en-
ergy-efficient windows.
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It will also create more green jobs.
These are green jobs that can’t be
outsourced or sent overseas, and most
of the products that are used are going
to be used by small businesses here
that manufacture those products and
goods here in our country.

It is going to help grow our economy.
It’s going to help grow green jobs. It’s
also going to help as we look at mak-
ing our environment a better place for
all of us going forward. I strongly sup-
port it and support the manager’s
amendment.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BARTON OF
TEXAS

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Madam Chair,
I have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. BARTON of
Texas:

Page 64, lines 19 through 25, strike sub-
section (g) (and redesignate the subsequent
subsection accordingly).

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BARTON) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Madam Chair,
this amendment is fairly straight-
forward. It would strike section 111(g),
which provides that funds repaid by eli-
gible participants may be used to pro-
vide loans to additional participants
under the Home Star Energy Efficiency
Loan Program. In other words, under
the pending legislation, if people were
to get a loan and use that loan, when
that loan was paid back, the funds that
are paid back could then be relent. My
amendment would strike the relending
provision so that as the funds are paid
back, they would go to the Treasury,
hopefully for deficit reduction.

Since section 111 is carved out of the
sunset section, section 112(i), this loan
program could potentially go on for-
ever with money that is repaid contin-
ually being loaned out to new recipi-
ents. So we could create, under this
new section 111(g) if we don’t accept
the Barton amendment, a perpetual
program, in effect, a new, self-funded
entitlement program. This bill is billed
as a 2-year temporary program, but the
provision in 111(g) is contrary to the 2-
year sunset provision of the overall
bill. So I would hope that we would ac-
cept this amendment.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I rise in opposition.
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The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself 2 of those 5 minutes.

Madam Chair, people want to save
money on their energy bills, but not
everyone can afford the upfront costs
of an energy retrofit. What the Home
Star Energy Efficiency Loan Program
is designed to do is to help those people
participate in the Home Star program.
The loan program is also meant to pro-
vide a sustainable source of loan funds
for years of future energy retrofits
across a broad geographic and eco-
nomic spectrum. The program will
reach out to low-income households
that would greatly benefit from re-
duced energy bills.

Now, if the Barton amendment is
passed, it would severely limit the
number of people who could participate
in Home Star. Without long-term op-
portunities for efficiency loans, many
low-income households will, literally,
be left out in the cold.

Home Star will incentivize energy-ef-
ficient retrofits. It must also make
those retrofits a reality. The loan pro-
gram offers households a pathway out
of crushing utility bills towards a clean
energy future.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’ on
the Barton amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield myself
such time as I may consume, subject to
the 5-minute limitation.

As always, Madam Chairwoman, I am
deeply moved by my friend from Mas-
sachusetts’ eloquent words. The prob-
lem is nothing he said really directly
relates to the Barton amendment.
We’re not striking the loan program.
We’re not changing the authorization
level. We’re not saying that low-in-
come homeowners who wish to use the
program cannot borrow funds under
this bill if it becomes a law. What we
are saying is that once they’ve bor-
rowed the funds, once they’ve been
spent in the proper fashion, and hope-
fully once they’ve been repaid, the re-
paid funds will go towards deficit re-
duction.

Since this is an authorization bill,
and since it’s not funded anyway, ac-
cording to the distinguished chairman,
you would think that they would be
willing to accept a small Barton
amendment that simply says, if the
program is ever funded, and if it actu-
ally is implemented, as people use it
and pay the money back, that money
goes to pay the poor taxpayers back
who have labored long and hard to pay
the taxes that make the program pos-
sible in the first place.

So, again, I am deeply moved by my
friend from Massachusetts, but I hope
that he is as deeply moved by my re-
marks and would change his position
and support the Barton amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself whatever time is remain-
ing.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 3% minutes.
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Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
thank the Chair.

The Barton amendment would elimi-
nate the revolving part of the loan sec-
tion which requires the money to be
dedicated, again, to energy efficiency
after it is repaid. Unfortunately, this
would limit the ability of the middle
class to take advantage of the Home
Star program and invest in energy effi-
ciency in the future.

If adopted, the amendment would
create a black hole. It leaves unan-
swered the question of what to do with
hundreds of millions of taxpayer dol-
lars that will be repaid in the coming
years.

I am concerned that this amendment
is not only counter to the goals of the
program, but it would leave it vulner-
able because of the lack of precision
which the actual impact of this amend-
ment would have on the operation of
the program in the future. So I con-
tinue to urge my colleagues to oppose
this amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. May I inquire
as to how much time I have remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas has 2 minutes remaining, and
the gentleman from Massachusetts also
has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield myself
2 minutes.

Well, my esteemed colleague from
Massachusetts is at least talking about
my amendment now. That’s progress.
He used the term ‘‘black hole.” I'm
sure he knows, since scientists at MIT
in his home State have investigated
black holes extensively, that there is
mounting evidence that the universe
could not exist without black holes. So
I think it would be appropriate in this
bill to put at least one black hole in
this because it would enhance the via-
bility of the overall program.

Again, we are trying to protect the
taxpayers who are putting up the
money or the loan officers who are
sending the money to the U.S. Treas-
ury in terms of government bonds to
pay for this program. We are not at-
tempting to change the loan program.
We think the loan program itself is an
excellent idea if you’re going to have
this type of a program. We simply want
to protect the taxpayers and also point
out, once again, that the underlying
bill is a 2-year bill. We don’t want a
self-perpetuating loan program that
would take on the form of an entitle-
ment.

So vote for the Barton black hole
amendment, and let’s put some limita-
tion on taxpayer liability.

With that, I am going to reserve
what little time, if any, I have left.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself as much
time as I may consume, and that is
only to make the point that the way in
which the amendment is drafted is that
it is just a classic motion to strike.
And in striking, it eliminates every-
thing within the subsection that exists
without substituting any additional in-
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structions. So the metaphor of a black
hole just refers to what is the legisla-
tive result of having just a strike sec-
tion without also additional language
in order to substitute for what the in-
tent would be to ensure that the money
is then used in a way that did not lead
to the law of unintended consequences
being invoked.
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We are very concerned here about
this amendment. As it is constructed
inside the legislation, we know what
the program is. We know, historically,
it has been a very successful and a very
popular model that has been used in
other laws. In the Clean Water Act, it
was used as a revolving loan fund to fi-
nance wastewater cleanup for decades.
The Safe Drinking Water Act has suc-
cessfully used this model for the last 15
years.

So, again, my hope would be that
Members would reject the Barton
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. How much
time do I have remaining, Madam
Chair?

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 30
seconds remaining.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I yield myself
the final 30 seconds.

Madam Chair, only my friend from
Massachusetts could filibuster in a 5-
minute time-limited debate.

Those last comments, as far as I
could tell and to the extent they were
substantive, were absolutely true. We
do eliminate subsection G, and that is
all we eliminate. That is the section
that creates the reloan provision. So he
is right about that. I think he is mis-
informed about the rest of his com-
ments, and I would hope that he would
support the elimination of one little
subsection, subsection G.

Vote ‘“‘yes’” on the Barton amend-
ment.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. May
I inquire as to how much time I have
remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 30
seconds remaining.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself those 30
seconds in order to again make the
point that this program is central to
our ability to ensure that the Home
Star program will work and that there
will be a democratization of access to
the capital which will be needed in
order to implement this program. We
believe that it will have the impact of
ensuring that more and more and more
Americans will become aware of it, will
use this funding mechanism, and will
create this technological revolution
which we need in energy efficiency in
our country.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BARTON).
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The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I demand a recorded
vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. NYE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. NYE. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. NYE:

Page 23, lines 13 and 16, redesignate sub-
paragraphs (D) and (E) as subparagraphs (E)
and (F), respectively.

Page 23, after line 12, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(D) an Armed Forces exchange service in
the United States that offers for sale energy
savings measures described in section 103;

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. NYE) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. NYE. I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Madam Chair, I rise today to offer a
commonsense, yet important, amend-
ment to the Home Star Energy Ret-
rofit Act which will provide much-
needed savings for our military fami-
lies.

I represent one of the highest con-
centrations of veterans and service-
members of any congressional district
in the country, and this amendment is
especially important to my constitu-
ents in Hampton Roads.

Under the bill, homeowners, renters
and contractors will be able to claim a
credit for home energy efficiency up-
grades and for high-energy-use appli-
ances, such as air conditioners and
water heaters. My amendment will
simply add Armed Forces exchanges to
the list of qualified entities that can
provide these credits instantly to serv-
icemembers and veterans.

Many servicemembers and their fam-
ilies shop at base exchanges because
they are one-stop shops for everything
from fresh produce to energy-efficient
light bulbs and other home needs. Pro-
viding them easy access to the great
benefits in this bill is a simple and
commonsense way to make their day-
to-day duties more hassle free.

Madam Chair, we should do all we
can to support our military families.
Often, it is the families who have the
toughest jobs because, really, they are
doing two jobs: being strong and sup-
portive for their husbands or wives who
are overseas, and also taking care of
the families back home and the house-
hold finances. Saving them a few hun-
dred dollars a year, if not more, would
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really provide a boost to their finances.
This amendment would make that easi-
er.

I would like to thank Representative
WELCH, Chairman MARKEY, and Chair-
man WAXMAN for their hard work in
bringing this legislation to fruition.

Passing the Home Star Energy Ret-
rofit Act will go a long way toward
promoting energy efficiencies through-
out our country. So I hope my col-
leagues will join me in supporting this
bill and the amendment.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I commend
the Chair for her fairness in calling
that last vote. I appreciate that sin-
cerely.

Madam Chair, I rise to claim time in
opposition, although I am not opposed
to the amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Madam Chair,
the minority has no objection to this
amendment. We support it and would
urge its passage.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. NYE. I yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. NYE).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. BURGESS:

Page 6, line 6, strike ‘111”7 and insert
€110,

Page 12, line 16, strike ‘112’ and insert
1117,

Page 53, line 16, strike ‘112 and insert
1117,

Page 58, lines 6 through 16, strike section
109 (and redesignate the subsequent sections
accordingly).

Page 65, line 19, strike ‘‘subsection (j)’’ and
insert ‘‘subsection (i)”.

Page 67, line 3, strike
#1107

Page 70, lines 17 through 21, strike sub-
section (e) (and redesignate the subsequent
subsections accordingly).

Page 71, line 1, strike ‘“‘subsections (b), (d),
and (e)”” and insert ‘‘subsections (b) and (d)”.

Page 71, lines 13 and 14, strike ‘‘subsections
(b), (d), and (e)”’ and insert ‘‘subsections (b)
and (d)”.

Page 72, line 8, strike ‘¢, 110, and 111 and
insert ‘“‘and 110”.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BURGESS) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chair, this
amendment is relatively simple in con-
struct, but the issue is an important

1117 and insert
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one. The issue is cost savings in our
country. This amendment would strike
the $12 million it has designated for ad-
vertising that will be paid for by the
Federal Government.

Now, let’s be honest. Energy effi-
ciency sells itself. If consumers see
lower bills, they use less electricity. It
is inherently incentivized. The major
manufacturers and retailers of the
products listed in this bill know how to
sell their wares. They have commer-
cials on television, which I see when
I'm home in my district every week:
You can do it. We can help. They’ve
been doing it for years.

The Environmental Protection Agen-
cy does not need to spend money on ad-
vertising when these retailers are al-
ready doing everything they can to tell
people about these rebates and to get
customers in their stores. They cer-
tainly know how to market Energy
Star rebates. Why would this be any
different?

If Members think their constituents
aren’t aware of the program, they can
spread the word on their own, much
like we did with Medicare prescription
drug benefits and with the D-TV pro-
gram. They can include it in their e-
newsletters; they can post it on Twit-
ter; they can post it on their Facebook
pages; and they can mention it during
their town halls.

Texas had a similar program that
dealt with appliances. It was extremely
popular. It sold out within the first
hour that it was up and running, and
this was without spending any amount
on State funds to advertise.

Let’s be honest with what we are
doing. We are overspending to the
point of bankrupting this country.
Now, not only do we want to spend
Federal dollars to help people buy
water heaters, but we are going to
spend taxpayer money to help the
stores advertise to sell those same
water heaters to those same people.

In this bill, under the Silver Star
program, the $12 million for adver-
tising could be put to other purposes.
For example, it could provide 8,000
extra rebates for attic insulation, 96,000
rebates for new energy-efficient doors,
48,000 extra rebates for new natural gas
tanks, 240,000 extra rebates for storm
windows, and 24,000 extra rebates for
energy-efficient window film installa-
tion.

If the goal of this bill is to make
America more efficient, let’s not begin
by wasting $12 million to advertise the
program. Let’s use it to help more
Americans buy energy-efficient prod-
ucts. It’s a no-brainer.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. At
this time, I yield myself 2 minutes.

Madam Chair, a philosopher once
asked: If a tree falls in the middle of a
forest and if there is no one around,
does that tree make a sound? It is a
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very deep, profound, philosophical
question. Mr. BURGESS’ amendment
raises a similar question. If there is a
great energy efficiency program and if
people don’t know about it, will it help
to actually increase energy efficiency?
The answer to that question, I think, is
no. We actually need to have a plan to
spread the word about Home Star to
achieve the best results.

Now, I do agree that Lowe’s and
Home Depot will have a stake in get-
ting the word out, but the truth is that
those large chains aren’t the only com-
panies that are going to be part of this
program. The local hardware stores
will be as well. So we need to create a
balance here of ensuring that people in
rural America, who might have hard-
ware stores right down the street from
them, understand that they can go
there as well. We need to make this
program as accessible as possible and
as successful as possible in this tele-
scoped time frame that the program
will be in existence. In a modern Amer-
ican, capitalistic culture, we know that
advertising is the central means by
which consumers learn about good
products.

The gentleman from Texas, I am
sure, is an educated consumer, espe-
cially about this program. He knows a
lot about it. Yet there will be millions
and millions of Americans who will not
unless we augment what Lowe’s and
Home Depot might spend as part of
their advertising programs.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself an additional 30 seconds.

We should augment what Lowe’s,
Home Depot, and other large chain
stores do with programs to ensure that
the other tens of thousands of small
stores across the country, which will
also be able to participate, will have
consumers who understand that that is
where they can go. I think it will dra-
matically enhance the attractiveness
and the success of the program.

As a result, I would urge a ‘“‘no” vote
on the Burgess amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. I yield as much time
as he may consume to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BARTON).

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I thank the
gentleman from Texas. I am not going
to consume a lot of time.

Madam Chair, I simply want to say
this is a $12 million advertising cam-
paign for free government money or
loans at very low interest rates.

Bees don’t need directions to find
where the flowers are that they’re
going to pollinate to get the honey and
to go back to the hive. Bank robbers
don’t need directions on how to find
the banks where the money is.

Homeowners and contractors who
qualify under this program don’t need
a $12 million program to find out where
and how to get the money. As Dr. BUR-
GESS pointed out, they will be imme-
diately on the Internet, on the various
Web sites, and on the toll-free hotline
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numbers, and all the other various
things finding out how, where, and
what the requirements are.

If all else fails, they can call Con-
gressman MARKEY’s office, and he will
be happy to provide them with free as-
sistance. If his office is overloaded,
since mine is right next door, I will put
them on a waiting list and will get
back to them within 5 to 10 years.

So I support the Burgess amendment,
and I would hope that we would adopt
it.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Would the Chair inform us as to how
much time remains on both sides?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Massachusetts has 2v2 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BURGESS) has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself as much time as I have re-
maining, and I will complete debate.

Madam Chair, this amendment will
make it very difficult for millions of
Americans and for thousands of small-
er stores across the country to be able
to fully participate in the program. It
will put a limit on how ultimately suc-
cessful and democratic the access and
opportunities are to this funding that
we are creating in this legislation.

So I would urge a ‘‘no” vote on the
Burgess amendment so that those
smaller Main Street hardware stores
all across the country will have the
same ability to have it known that
their stores are available to participate
in the Home Star program in the same
way we can be sure that Lowe’s and
Home Depot are using their incredible
advertising capacities to let the public
know that they can go there as well. I
think if we have that balance this pro-
gram will be very successful.

With that, I urge the Committee of
the Whole to vote ‘‘no’” on the Burgess
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chair, this
bill is not funded. It is an authoriza-
tion bill. It depends upon appropria-
tion. There is no pay-for put forward.
It is never going to be appropriated. It
is going nowhere. At the very least,
let’s be honest with ourselves. Save
that $12 million for the American tax-
payer.

Do we really believe that Home
Depot, Lowe’s, and even your neighbor-
hood hardware stores are not at least
going to put signs in the windows that
these new Energy Star/Silver Star ap-
pliances and retrofits are here and
available and that Federal money is
available to help you install them in
your homes?

The fact is that already people are
attuned to these giveaways from the
Federal Government. Let’s not con-
tinue to enable these types of programs
to waste money from the Federal
Treasury when we literally have no
money left to spend.

I urge a ‘‘yes” vote on the amend-
ment and a ‘“‘no’” vote on the under-
lying bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas will be postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. DEUTCH

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 5 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. DEUTCH. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. DEUTCH:

Page 21, after line 10, insert the following
new subsection:

(0) DISASTER AREAS.—The Secretary shall
ensure that a home in an area declared af-
fected by a major disaster declared by the
President under section 401 of the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170) is not denied as-
sistance under the Home Star Retrofit Re-
bate Program solely because there is no
equipment or system to replace due to the
disaster.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DEUTCH) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. DEUTCH. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, the Home Star Energy
Retrofit Act is an important bill that
will create jobs, lower energy bills, and
reduce harmful greenhouse gas emis-
sions. Improving efficiency is one of
the cheapest and quickest ways to re-
duce pollution, and I am pleased to
support a bill that encourages con-
sumers to consider a more energy-effi-
cient option when retrofitting or re-
pairing existing appliances or systems.

Residents of south Florida and other
disaster-prone regions know far too
well the process of home repair, as my
constituents have had to replace roofs
and windows after powerful and dam-
aging storms.

The underlying bill offers rebates for
renovations, and my amendment sim-
ply ensures that the program will still
apply if a natural disaster removes or
destroys existing equipment. If a repair
is required as a result of a hurricane or
other natural disaster, the repair may
no longer involve existing equipment
and would therefore be ineligible for a
rebate. For people who are making
these repairs, we should ensure that it
is our policy to encourage them to con-
sider the most energy-efficient equip-
ment. That is the purpose of this
amendment.

The amendment is limited in scope
and will not alter the intent of the un-
derlying bill. It will only apply to fed-
erally declared disaster areas and only
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extend eligibility to an appliance or
system destroyed by the disaster. For
example, if a hurricane takes off a roof,
this amendment will ensure that the
homeowner still has access to a rebate
for purchasing an energy-efficient roof
even though there is no longer a roof to
retrofit.

Fire season just began in California
and hurricane season is right around
the corner. We ought to be mindful of
the challenges faced by Americans who
live in regions vulnerable to natural
disasters. This amendment ensures
that a south Florida family can rebuild
to a higher energy efficiency standard
after a disaster and does not have to
wonder why they don’t receive the
same tax incentive offer to any other
homeowners who choose to renovate
their homes.

I would like to commend Mr. WELCH,
Chairman MARKEY, and Chairman WAX-
MAN for this important energy and jobs
legislation and for accepting this
amendment. I respectfully request that
my colleagues join me in supporting
this valuable, commonsense amend-
ment and the underlying bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Madam Chair,
I rise in support of the Deutch amend-
ment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. In the spirit
of trying to get Members who wish to
catch 3 o’clock planes out of town by 3
o’clock, the minority is prepared to ac-
cept the Deutch amendment and would
encourage the majority in the same
spirit to limit their comments on the
upcoming Republican amendments so
that all Members, regardless of party
affiliation, may spend the evening at
home in their districts with their loved
ones.

We support the Deutch amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DEUTCH. I appreciate the com-
ments and the support, and I ask that
my colleagues all support this amend-
ment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 6 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. FLAKE:

Page 65, line 19, strike ‘‘subsection (j)’ and
insert ‘‘subsections (i) and (j)”’.

Page 72, after line 13, insert the following
new subsection:

(j) PROHIBITION ON EARMARKS.—None of the
funds appropriated pursuant to this section
may be used for a Congressional earmark as
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defined in clause 9(e) of rule XXI of the Rules
of the House of Representatives.

Page 78, after line 4, insert the following
new paragraph:

(3) PROHIBITION ON EARMARKS.—None of the
funds appropriated pursuant to this sub-
section may be used for a Congressional ear-
mark as defined in clause 9(e) of rule XXI of
the Rules of the House of Representatives.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 56 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chair, this
amendment is similar to amendments I
have offered in the past on authoriza-
tion bills. It simply states that none of
the money authorized in this legisla-
tion for grant programs or for other
purposes can be earmarked later by
Members of Congress.

We are often told that we don’t plan
to earmark this money, but we have
seen in the past that many of the grant
programs or other moneys that are au-
thorized are later earmarked. For ex-
ample, the Emergency Operations Cen-
ter in a FEMA bill, 60 percent of the
funds for the grant program were later
earmarked.

We can’t have this, Madam Chair. If
we’re going to authorize a program, if
we’re going to say that moneys are
available for specific purposes, we
shouldn’t come in later and simply
take all that money from those ac-
counts through earmarking.

These amendments have been accept-
ed in the past by the majority, and I
hope that this one will be as well.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I rise in support of this
amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I support the gentle-
man’s amendment.

Home Star must be funded at a level
that would save or create 168,000 jobs,
save energy in 3 million homes, and
save consumers $9.2 billion over the
next decade. These savings will not be
realized if the authorization is de-
creased through earmarks.

I urge my colleagues to support the
Flake amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman
for accepting the amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT OF
NEW JERSEY

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 7 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at
the desk.
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The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. GARRETT
of New Jersey:

Page 57, after line 2, insert the following
new subsection:

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY.—Not
later than 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General
shall submit to Congress a report on the re-
sults of a study of—

(1) how much money can reasonably be es-
timated to be saved by American consumers
as a result of the energy efficiency measures
undertaken pursuant to this title;

(2) how much energy can reasonably be es-
timated to be saved as a result of the energy
efficiency measures undertaken pursuant to
this title: and

(3) whether the savings from the energy ef-
ficiency measures undertaken pursuant to
this title are greater than the cost of the im-
plementation of this title.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.
Madam Chair, last year The Wash-
ington Post ran a story entitled ‘‘En-
ergy Costs Generating Light Bulb Solu-
tions.” And the story talked about how
energy efficiency programs that are
being employed by local governments
and local utilities are working here in
D.C. And many of the programs, actu-
ally, when you looked into the article,
sound a lot like the program that we
are creating here today on the Federal
level.

For example, according to the arti-
cle, in Maryland power companies at a
local level began offering all customers
energy home audits for free if they
simply installed power-saving, energy-
efficient light bulbs in the house. Later
in that article, one of the persons who
had taken advantage of the program,
D.C. resident Elizabeth Fox, said this:
She was thrilled to take advantage of
this local program, an existing city
program, to get a lengthy, free audit of
a 100-year-old drafty house that she
lived in in the northwest. She said,
“We got a written report we kept refer-
ring back to while we were renovating
the third floor of the house.”” She added
with that with the new insulation, a
super-efficient washer, dryer, hot-
water heater, and air conditioner, still
her heating bills in the house stayed
around $500. So she said, ““I can’t say
we’ve stopped the leaky air.” As a mat-
ter of fact, with the third floor now in
use for the first time ever because of
all these efficiencies, she said, ‘“Our en-
ergy bills actually stayed exactly the
same.”’

So the article raises two important
questions today for us here: the first
question is if the State and local gov-
ernments and local power companies
have already taken the initiative to
create these programs on a local level
on their own, why are we creating a re-
dundant program here on the Federal
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level to do the same thing? Think
about it. No doubt, local companies
and governments know to a much
greater extent than we in Congress
whether creating these incentives for
energy efficiencies really work from a
financial point of view.

But the article also makes a broader
point, and this is it: when we improve
energy efficiency, we lower the cost of
using energy, and, unsurprisingly, this
also increases the demand for the en-
ergy. This has been documented way
back since 1865, and no one has ever re-
futed it. And as pointed out in this
Washington Post article, when she put
in all these energy-efficient appliances
and what have you, her energy use still
stayed the same.

Here is a chart over here which sort
of points this out. From 1991 to 2005,
energy consumption of major appli-
ances, how much that each use, actu-
ally has been going down, down, down
for air conditioners, refrigerators,
clothes washers, and the like. But look
at what U.S. per capita electricity con-
sumption has been. It has basically
been going up. And why is that? That’s
because when you get these appliances
that are more efficient, you end up
using more of them and for longer peri-
ods of time. So U.S. per capita energy
consumption increases even though we
get even more energy-efficient appli-
ances.

If you try to achieve energy effi-
ciency on the demand side of the equa-
tion, as this legislation would do, we
also have to be successful at addressing
the supply side. And that’s why I ap-
proach this issue of ‘‘all of the above”
when it comes to energy policy.

The Democrat majority may con-
tinue to rewrite the laws in this coun-
try, but one thing they haven’t been
able to figure out how to do is rewrite
the laws of economics.

So needless to say, I remain skeptical
about the benefits of this bill, and
that’s why I am proposing an addition
to this bill, basically a little study by
the GAO to conduct an audit of the
program to find out one way or the
other if the programs created by this
bill really work. My amendment would
direct the GAO to do a couple of
things, do a study over the next 2 years
to find out the following: How much
money really have we saved after we
have spent all this money for effi-
ciency? How much energy was really
saved by all this? And finally, putting
those together, whether the savings ex-
ceeded the cost of implementing this
program.

When you consider the claims by the
proponents of this legislation that this
bill will save money, will save energy,
and create thousands of jobs, I hope
they won’t object to this additional
study here. But at a time when we have
a trillion dollars in deficits in this
country as far as the eye can see, at
the very least the American taxpayer
should know if his or her dollars are
being spent efficiently.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.
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Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I rise in support of the
amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
Madam Chair, I yield myself 2 minutes.

I support the gentleman’s amend-
ment. The gentleman is seeking to
have the GAO determine if the Silver
and Gold Star programs are cost effec-
tive. We believe that those programs
will save consumers $9.2 billion over
the next 10 years. We do believe that it
will create 168,000 jobs, saved or cre-
ated. And we do believe that it will, in
fact, save the electricity equivalent to
four 300-megawatt coal-fired plants
from ever having to be built in our
country just in 2011 alone. Home Star
is designed to be cost efficient; so I be-
lieve that we will find the program to
be very successful. But we don’t object
to a GAO study on the matter, and I
would just express my support for the
amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s acceptance of
the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MRS. BACHMANN

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 8 printed in
House Report 111-475.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment
BACHMANN:

At the end of the bill, add the following
new title:

TITLE III—WASTE, FRAUD, AND ABUSE
SEC. 301. REPORT.

The Department of Energy’s Inspector
General shall submit a report to Congress
measuring the amount of waste, fraud, and
abuse occurring in programs created by this
Act, which shall include recommendations to
prevent additional waste, fraud, and abuse.
This report shall be submitted before July 1,
2012.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1329, the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota (Mrs. BACHMANN) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Minnesota.
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Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

My amendment is founded on the
principle that Congress has a certain
fiduciary duty and responsibility to en-
sure that taxpayer dollars are not
wasted on ineffectual and inefficient
government programs.

No. 8 offered by Mrs.
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My amendment will require the De-
partment of Energy’s Inspector Gen-
eral to independently report to Con-
gress on incidents of waste, fraud, and
abuse occurring in programs created by
this bill. Further, the Inspector Gen-
eral will be required to include rec-
ommendations to prevent additional
waste, fraud, and abuse.

I would direct our attention, Madam
Chair, to the poster that is to my left.
This is a phony project that was sent
by the Government Accounting Office
to the Department of Energy for the
purpose of determining whether or not
the Department of Energy would actu-
ally certify this project. And yes, it is
actually a feather duster that had been
taped to a space heater. Unfortunately,
the Department of Energy did certify
this project for the Energy Star pro-
gram.

My amendment, the Bachmann
amendment, would require the Inspec-
tor General’s report be submitted by
July 1, 2012. And as such, Congress
would have the opportunity to reevalu-
ate the programs in this act and cor-
rect them if necessary. Utilizing Con-
gressional Budget Office estimates,
this amendment could enable the effec-
tive oversight of over 1.2 billion United
States taxpayer dollars.

Madam Chair, in order to improve
government accountability and to re-
store a measure of fiscal integrity in
Washington, I would urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
rise in support of the Bachmann
amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself 2 minutes.

Madam Chair, for nearly 20 years, the
Energy Star program has been raising
awareness about energy efficiency and
helping consumers reduce their energy
bills. And I share my colleague’s aston-
ishment at the March GAO report that
showed how easy it was to obtain En-
ergy Star certification for products
that didn’t even exist.

We need to do all we can to restore
the integrity of the Emnergy Star pro-
gram. And I want to assure all of the
Members that we have common cause
in achieving that goal. But I also simi-
larly want to assure all Members that
no similar danger exists for waste and
fraud in the Home Star program as op-
posed to the Energy Star program.

First, only real, proven energy-sav-
ing technologies are included in Home
Star. A group of technical experts pro-
vided extensive input to establish a
specific list of Silver Star products.
Second, in contrast to Energy Star,
which relied on self-certification of
products, self-certification, the Home
Star program uses an independent
third-party quality assurance process
to ensure that work is performed as
promised.
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Finally, Home Star relies on a profes-
sional and certified workforce to in-
stall energy efficiency measures. Under
Silver Star, contractors must be li-
censed, insured, and warranted. Under
Gold Star, contractors must be cer-
tified by the Building Performance In-
stitute and other reputable organiza-
tions. We must ensure that Home Star
lives up to its promises.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield myself 1 additional minute.

I encourage my colleagues to defend
the bill’s quality assurance and certifi-
cation provisions to guarantee that
this program creates jobs and saves en-
ergy, as intended.

I support the amendment of the gen-
tlelady. I think it will add a reinforce-
ment to a program which we have al-
ready constructed that ensures that
the kind of fraud that might be found
in other kinds of programs are not in
fact created in this program.

I urge an ‘“‘aye’ vote on the amend-
ment of the gentlelady.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts for his sup-
port of my amendment, and I appre-
ciate that, and urge my colleagues also
to support the amendment as well.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield back the balance of my time and
encourage Members to vote ‘‘aye’” on
the Bachmann amendment.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Minnesota (Mrs.
BACHMANN).

The amendment was agreed to.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, proceedings will now re-
sume on those amendments printed in
House Report 111-475 on which further
proceedings were postponed, in the fol-
lowing order:

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. BARTON of
Texas.

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. BURGESS of
Texas.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BARTON OF
TEXAS

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 180, noes 237,
not voting 19, as follows:

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blunt
Boccieri
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carney
Carter
Cassidy
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
Emerson
Fallin

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen

Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bordallo
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Childers
Christensen

[Roll No. 252]

AYES—180

Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Marshall
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary

NOES—2317

Chu

Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Dayvis (TN)
DeFazio
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
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Mitchell
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes

Nye

Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence

Petri

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schauer
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Hill

Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
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Honda Miller (NC) Schakowsky
Hoyer Miller, George Schiff
Inslee Minnick Schrader
Israel Moore (KS) Schwartz
Jackson (IL) Moore (WI) Scott (GA)
Jackson Lee Murphy (CT) Scott (VA)

(TX) Murphy (NY) Serrano
Johnson (GA) Murphy, Patrick  Sestak
Johnson, E. B. Nadler (NY) Shea-Porter
Kagen Napolitano Sherman
Kanjorski Neal (MA) Shuler
Kaptur Norton Sires
Kildee Oberstar Skelton
Kilpatrick (MI) Olver Slaughter
Kilroy Ortiz Smith (WA)
Kind Owens Snyder
Kissell Pallone Space
Klein (FL) Pascrell Speier
Kosmas Pastor (AZ) Spratt
Kratovil Payne Stark
Kucinich Perlmutter Stupak
Langevin Perriello Sutton
Larsen (WA) Peters Tanner
Larson (CT) Peterson Teague
Lee (CA) Pierluisi Thompson (CA)
Levin Pingree (ME) Thompson (MS)
Lewis (GA) Polis (CO) Tierney
Lipinski Pomeroy Titus
Loebsack Price (NC) Tonko
Lofgren, Zoe Quigley Towns
Lowey Rahall Tsongas
Lujan Rangel Van Hollen
Lynch Reyes Velazquez
Maffei Richardson Visclosky
Maloney Rodriguez Walz
Markey (MA) Ross Wasserman
Matheson Rothman (NJ) Schultz
Matsui Roybal-Allard Waters
McCarthy (NY) Ruppersberger Watson
McDermott Rush Watt
McGovern Ryan (OH) Waxman
McIntyre Sablan Weiner
McMahon Salazar Welch
McNerney Sanchez, Linda Wilson (OH)
Meek (FL) T. Woolsey
Meeks (NY) Sanchez, Loretta Wu
Michaud Sarbanes Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—19
Barrett (SC) Faleomavaega Moran (VA)
Blackburn Guthrie Obey
Bonner Hoekstra Pitts
Campbell Kennedy Platts
Castle McCollum Wamp
Davis (AL) Melancon
DeGette Mollohan
[ 1435

Messrs. SPRATT, SALAZAR,
CAPUANO, CONYERS, RUSH,
YARMUTH, FATTAH, WILSON of
Ohio, SCOTT of Georgia, RANGEL,

BRALEY of Iowa, MCNERNEY, ACK-
ERMAN, PASCRELL, BUTTERFIELD,
FARR, HODES, SCHRADER,
CARNAHAN, BERMAN, KAGEN,
CLEAVER, KUCINICH, PERRIELLO,
OLVER, MARKEY of Massachusetts
and Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. HARMAN, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Ms. TSONGAS and Ms. SPEIER
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

Messrs. GALLEGLY, ALEXANDER,
MANZULLO, GARY G. MILLER of
California and BOEHNER and Ms.
MARKEY of Colorado changed their
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

redesignate the
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The Clerk redesignated the amend-

ment.

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been

demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.
The CHAIR. This will be a 5-minute

vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 190, noes 228,
not voting 18, as follows:

Aderholt
Alexander
Arcuri
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blunt
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Cardoza
Carney
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellsworth
Emerson
Fallin

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)

[Roll No. 253]
AYES—190

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kilroy
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Tim

NOES—228

Blumenauer
Boccieri
Bordallo
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)

Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes

Nye

Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perriello
Peters
Petri
Platts

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Loretta
Scalise
Schauer
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Chandler
Christensen
Chu

Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar

Cummings Kissell Rahall
Dahlkemper Klein (FL) Rangel
Dayvis (CA) Kosmas Reyes
Davis (IL) Kratovil Richardson
Davis (TN) Kucinich Rodriguez
DeFazio Langevin ROSS
Delahunt Larsen (WA) Rothman (NJ)
DeLauro Larson (CT) Roybal-Allard
Deutch Lee (CA) Ruppersberger
Dicks Levin Rush
Dingell Lewis (GA) Ryan (OH)
Doyle Lipinski

Sablan
Driehaus Loebsack Salazar
Edwards (MD) Lofgren, Zoe A ;
Ellison Lowey Sa’Ir‘xchez, Linda
Engel Lujan :
Eshoo Lungren, Daniel Sarbanes
Etheridge B. Schakowsky
Farr Lynch Schiff
Fattah Maffei Schwartz
Filner Maloney Scott (GA)
Foster Markey (CO) Scott (VA)
Frank (MA) Markey (MA) Serrano
Fudge Matheson Sestak
Garamendi Matsui Shea-Porter
Giffords McCarthy (NY) Sherman
Gonzalez McDermott Shuler
Grayson McGovern Sires
Green, Al McIntyre Skelton
Green, Gene McMahon Slaughter
Grijalva McNerney Smith (WA)
Gutierrez Meek (FL) Snyder
Hall (NY) Meeks (NY) Space
Halvorson M?chaud Speier
Hare Miller (NC) Spratt
Harman Miller, George Stark
Ha'stil'lgs (FL) M?nnick Stupak
gemr};}:lhs w ﬁltche&s) Sutton

erse andlin oore Tanner
H@ggins Moore (WI) Thompson (CA)
Hill Moran (VA) Thompson (MS)
Himes Murphy (CT) Tierney
Hinchey Murphy, Patrick .

L Titus
Hinojosa Nadler (NY) Tonko
Hirono Napolitano Towns
Hodes Neal (MA)

Holden Norton Tsongas
Holt Oberstar Vaq Hollen
Honda Olver Velazquez
Hoyer Ortiz Visclosky
Inslee Owens Walz

Israel Pallone Wasserman
Jackson (IL) Pascrell Schultz
Jackson Lee Pastor (AZ) Waters

(TX) Payne Watson
Johnson (GA) Perlmutter Watt
Johnson, E. B. Peterson Waxman
Kagen Pierluisi Weiner
Kanjorski Pingree (ME) Welch
Kaptur Polis (CO) Wilson (OH)
Kildee Pomeroy Woolsey
Kilpatrick (MI) Price (NC) Wu
Kind Quigley Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—18

Akin Davis (AL) McCollum
Barrett (SC) DeGette Melancon
Blackburn Faleomavaega Mollohan
Bonner Guthrie Obey
Brown, Corrine Hoekstra Pitts
Campbell Kennedy Wamp

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR (during the vote). There

are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute, as amended.

The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute, as amended, was
agreed to.

The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SERRANO) having assumed the chair,
Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that

May 6, 2010

Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 5019) to provide for
the establishment of the Home Star
Retrofit Rebate Program, and for other
purposes, pursuant to House Resolution
1329, she reported the bill back to the
House with an amendment adopted in
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
in its current form I am.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Barton of Texas moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 5019 to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce with instructions to re-
port the same back to the House forthwith
with the following amendments:

Page 6, lines 3 through 6, strike paragraph
(12) (and redesignate the subsequent para-
graphs accordingly).

Page 11, line 24, through page 12, line 1,
strike ‘‘notice of” and all that follows
through ‘‘the amount’” and insert ‘‘notice of
the amount’’.

Page 12, line 2, insert ‘‘on the homeowner’s
behalf”’ after ‘‘apply for’.

Page 12, line 5, strike ‘“‘and”’.

Page 12, lines 6 and 7, strike subparagraph
(B).

Page 12, lines 8 and 12, redesignate para-
graphs (6) and (7) as paragraphs (7) and (8),
respectively.

Page 12, after line 7, insert the following
new paragraph:

(6) certifying that no employee has been
convicted of, or pleaded guilty to, a crime of
child molestation, rape, or any other form of
sexual assault;

Page 12, line 16, strike ‘112 and insert
€110,

Page 21, after line 10, insert the following
new subsection:

(0) INCOME THRESHOLD.—Homeowners with
a gross annual household income of more
than $250,000 shall not be eligible for a rebate
under this title.

Page 21, lines 14 through 16, strike ‘‘to par-
ticipating contractors and vendors, to reim-
burse those contractors and vendors for dis-
counts provided to homeowners’ and insert
‘““to homeowners to reimburse the home-
owners for work provided by participating
contractors and vendors’’.

Page 25, lines 18 through 21, strike ‘‘to par-
ticipating contractors and vendors, to reim-
burse them for discounts provided to the
owner of the home for the retrofit work’ and
insert ‘‘to homeowners to reimburse the
homeowners for work provided by partici-
pating contractors and vendors’’.

Page 35, line 24, through page 36, line 1,
strike ‘‘, as a function of the discount the
contractor or vendor provides to the home-
owner for the installed measures,’.
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Page 39, lines 12 and 13, strike ‘‘discount
from a contractor or vendor for which a re-
bate is provided under subsection (a)” and
insert “‘rebate’’.

Page 42, lines 6 through 8, strike ‘‘to par-
ticipating accredited contractors and ven-
dors, to reimburse them for discounts pro-
vided to the owner of the home for the ret-
rofit work” and insert ‘‘to homeowners to re-
imburse the homeowners for work provided
by participating accredited contractors and
vendors’.

Page 48, lines 2 and 3, strike ‘‘discount
from a contractor or vendor for which a re-
bate is provided under this section’ and in-
sert ‘“‘rebate’’.

Page 49, lines 16 and 17, strike ‘‘Secretary’’
and all that follows through ‘“‘may’ and in-
sert ‘‘Secretary may’’.

Page 49, lines 18 and 20, redesignate clauses
(i) and (ii) as subparagraphs (A) and (B), re-
spectively.

Page 49, line 22, strike ‘‘; and’ and insert a
period.

Page 49, line 23, through page 50, line 3,
strike subparagraph (B).

Page 50, after line 3, insert the following
new subsection:

(g) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, energy savings measures shall not in-
clude the installation or replacement of pool
heaters.

Page 52, line 9, insert ‘‘and’ after the semi-
colon.

Page 52, line 11, strike “‘and”’.

Page 52, lines 12 through 22, strike clause
(iv).

Page 53, line 16, strike ‘112" and insert
€110

Page 58, lines 6 through 16, strike section
109.

Page 58, line 17, redesignate section 110 as
section 109.

Page 59, line 7, through page 65, line 16,
strike section 111.

Page 65, line 17, redesignate section 112 as
section 110.

Page 65, line 19, strike ‘‘subsection (j)’ and
insert ‘‘subsection (i)”’.

Page 66, line 18, insert ‘‘and’” after the
semicolon.

Page 66, lines 19 through 21, strike subpara-
graph (D).

Page 66, line 22, redesignate subparagraph
(E) as subparagraph (D).

Page 67, lines 1 through 3, strike paragraph
).

Page 67, line 4, redesignate paragraph (3) as
paragraph (2).

Page 68, lines 3 and 9, redesignate para-
graphs (4) and (5) as paragraphs (3) and (4),
respectively.

Page 69, line 4, strike ‘‘subsection
(b)(3)(B)”’ and insert ‘‘subsection (b)(2)(B)”’.

Page 70, lines 17 through 21, strike sub-
section (e) (and redesignate the subsequent
subsections accordingly).

Page 71, line 1, strike ‘‘subsections (b), (d),
and (e)” and insert ‘‘subsections (b) and (d)”.

Page 71, lines 13 and 14, strike ‘‘subsections
(b), (d), and (e)” and insert ‘‘subsections (b)
and (d)”.

Page 72, line 8, strike ‘¢, 110, and 111" and
insert ““and 109”.

Page 72, after line 13, insert the following
new subsection:

(j) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSE PROHIBITION.—
No funds provided under this title shall be
used for the purposes of conducting travel to
gambling or gaming establishments in con-
nection with official duties related to this
title.

At the end of the bill, add the following
new title:

TITLE III—DEFICIT NEUTRALITY
SEC. 301. SUNSET.

The provisions of this Act shall be sus-

pended and shall not apply if this Act will
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have a negative net effect on the national
budget deficit of the United States.

Mr. BARTON of Texas (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading of
the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

Mr. WAXMAN. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point
of order is reserved.

The Clerk will continue to read.

The Clerk continued to read.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I thank the
distinguished Speaker.

Now that the Members know exactly
what is in the motion to recommit—I
am sure you all listened to every word
that the Clerk read—Ilet me explain it
in Texas terms very quickly before I
yield to Mr. LATTA.

The first thing that the motion to re-
commit would do would be to sunset
the legislation if it has a negative ef-
fect on the Federal budget deficit. Mr.
LATTA is going to speak about that in
a second.

It would change the rebate mecha-
nism in the pending bill so that the
money would go to the homeowner in-
stead of to the contractor. We think
this would be more efficient and less
susceptible to fraud.

It strikes the $12 million EPA public
information campaign which was the
purpose of the Burgess amendment
which was defeated earlier.

It strikes the $324 million Home Star
energy efficiency loan program.

It would exclude pool heaters from
the Gold Star program. If people have
enough money to have a home swim-
ming pool in their backyard, they prob-
ably don’t need a government program
for a home swimming pool heater.

It would disqualify participation by
homeowners with a gross annual in-
come of over $250,000. As President
Obama has pointed out, if you make
more than $250,000, you’re doing pretty
well.

It would require qualified contractors
to certify that no employee they em-
ploy has been convicted of a crime of
child molestation, rape, or any other
form of sexual assault.

And, finally, it would prohibit any
use of the Home Star funds for folks on
government business traveling to areas
where there are establishments for
gaming.

With that, I would yield to my good
friend from Ohio (Mr. LATTA) for him
to talk a little more about his specific
deficit reduction amendment.

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the motion to recommit for H.R.
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5019. As I stated earlier during floor de-
bate, I have very serious concerns that
my amendment regarding deficit neu-
trality was not accepted through the
rules process. The majority has not al-
lowed the debate to occur regarding
this budget deficit issue.

This MTR will ensure that this act is
sunsetted if the legislation has a nega-
tive net effect on the Federal budget
deficit. I feel that if this new program
is important enough to authorize, it
should be important enough for us to
find a way to pay for it. I am concerned
that the majority could not give any
assurance that this bill will indeed be
paid for without increasing the deficit.

While I support the incentives to help
provide energy efficiency, I am very
concerned about the $6.6 billion price
tag of this legislation. At a time when
we are in a national deficit crisis, it is
not appropriate to add $6.6 billion in
spending to the deficit. As a Congress,
we absolutely must stop this excessive
spending. President Obama submitted
his administration’s fiscal year 2011
budget proposal with a record-breaking
cost of $3.8 trillion. This budget pro-
posal includes a $2 trillion tax increase
over the next 10 years, and projected
record deficits. This proposal will dou-
ble our Nation’s debt in 5 years and tri-
ple it in 10 years from fiscal year 2008
levels. CBO has stated that under the
current spending levels, by 2020, Amer-
ican taxpayers will be paying $2 billion
per day in interest on the national
debt. It also estimates that by 2020 the
debt will be $20 trillion.

This simply is not the time for a new
$6.6 billion government program. That
is why I offered the amendment to the
legislation regarding the national def-
icit and why I urge you to support the
motion to recommit. It ensures fiscal
responsibility and ensures taxpayer
dollars will be spent wisely.

I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on the MTR.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
the substantive parts of the motion to
recommit are pretty straightforward.
It would sunset the legislation if there
is a negative net effect on the Federal
budget deficit. That is the Latta lan-
guage that we have already spoken to.

It would change the rebate mecha-
nisms so that the rebates go to the
homeowner and not to the contractor.
This would limit fraud and abuse.

It strikes the $12 million EPA public
information campaign. As I pointed out
in my floor statement, bees know
where the honey is, bank robbers know
where the bank is, teenage boys know
where the teenage girls are, the public
will know how to get this money.

And finally, it strikes the Home Star
energy efficiency loan program. We al-
ready have record defaults in the home
mortgage industry. We don’t need to be
leveraging that any bit more. With
that, I would ask for a ‘‘yes” vote on
the motion to recommit.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw my reservation, and I rise in op-
position to the motion to recommit.



H3246

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation is withdrawn.

The gentleman from California is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker and my
colleagues, this bill is modeled on a
law that worked. We called it the Cash
for Clunkers bill. It encouraged people
to buy cars. It produced more jobs. It
produced energy efficiency as newer
cars that were purchased were less pol-
luting than the older ones. And the bill
we have before us is one that is strong-
ly supported by a coalition of the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers,
the environmentalists and the Cham-
ber of Commerce.

So what does this motion to recom-
mit do? It undermines the basic struc-
ture of the bill. It eliminates the re-
bates to contractors. It eliminates the
loan program. It eliminates the public
education campaign. It creates burden-
some procedures for consumers to
claim rebates, and it creates burden-
some income thresholds as well.

We have worked hand in hand with
the contractors, the NAM, the Cham-
ber, and others to craft this bill. This
motion to recommit is a good thing to
vote for if you are against the bill; but
otherwise, it is filled with a lot of gim-
micks. For example, it says no funds
provided under this title shall be used
for the purposes of conducting travel to
gambling or gaming establishments in
connection with official duties related
to the title. What is that all about? It
was just thrown in. It was never an
issue that was raised in committee, in
hearings. It was just thrown in there.

If you believe that this bill makes
sense because it will provide employ-
ment to construction workers, it will
make homes more energy efficient, it
will save families billions of dollars on
their energy bill, if you think that is
important, because the construction
industry has the highest unemploy-
ment rate of any sector in the Nation,
one in four are unemployed, stand with
the Chamber, the NAM, your local
hardware stores, your carpenters, your
local contractors and businesses, and
vote against this motion to recommit
and vote for final passage.

O 1500

Mr. Speaker, I would now like to
yield to the gentleman from Vermont,
the author of the legislation.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Would the
gentleman yield briefly for an answer
to his question?

Mr. WAXMAN. I'm sorry. I do not
have extra time.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time we have re-
maining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 2% minutes
remaining.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, we have a
common goal here, and that is to put
the 25 percent of construction workers
who are out of work back to work.
Home Start helps them do that. It will
help homeowners who want to save en-
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ergy and save on their fuel bills to do
that. This bill accomplishes that. And
we want jobs in America. Mr. Speaker,
90 percent of all the materials that go
into refitting and insulating homes are
manufactured in the United States of
America, a common goal. This is a
good bill.

Mr. Speaker, I want to acknowledge
that it is a better bill because of the
active contributions and participation
of our colleagues on the other side. I
can name numerous additions. Mr.
BARTON, thank you for the specific sun-
sets so that we can kick the tires after
2 years. Mr. SHADEGG, electric tankless
hot water heaters are in this bill be-
cause of you. Mr. SHIMKUS, geothermal
heat pumps are a good idea that we in-
corporated into this bill. Mr. BUYER,
you included a study so we can learn
from the success of this program. And
I want to thank, of course, Mr. EHLERS,
who understands that less is more. The
less energy we use, the better.

The difficulty with this motion to re-
commit is all that good work that was
done on your side to make this a better
bill will kill the bill. It will impose
enormous burdens on the homeowner.
What makes sense here and why the
former Governor of Michigan likes this
so much is that it is simple. A home-
owner who wants to retrofit, insulate
his or her home, all they will have to
do is go down to the contractor. They
don’t have to hassle with paperwork
and with government. That’s the rea-
son why we designed it this way, to
make it easy for people to use and con-
tractors to use.

We have a chance in this legislation
to take a practical step to move to use
less energy rather than more; and
whether you’re from a coal State, a nu-
clear State, a hydro State, that’s a
good thing. We have a chance to put
folks who are out of work back to
work. We have red districts and blue
districts, but we’ve got carpenters and
plumbers and heaters who are out of
work in both districts. We share the
goal of those folks going back to work.
We’ve got manufacturers in this coun-
try that have capacity and that want
to put people back to work in their
communities. We can do it with this
legislation.

I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this motion to
recommit and to take that step to-
gether in building this country and
this economy.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, | will vote
against the Motion to Recommit on the Home
Star Energy Retrofit Act because it under-
mines the underlying legislation. The Home
Star legislation will help homeowners, the en-
vironment, and the construction industry.

This Motion to Recommit is a political ploy.
It aims to solve problems that no one has
shown exist. It brings up issues that were
never raised in Committee or on the Floor dur-
ing consideration of the bill.

Specifically, this Motion removes provisions
in the legislation that | strongly support, such
as the energy efficiency loan program, which
provides important tools for states to help con-
sumers make energy efficiency upgrades.
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The Motion adds additional burdens for con-
tractors who are performing the work, sowing
doubt and confusion in the program. At a time
when we are trying to stimulate the economy
and create jobs, it doesn’t make sense to add
additional meaningless procedural hurdles.
The authors of the Motion claim to be pre-
venting money from being spent on child mo-
lesters and gambling. Money from this bill is
not going to be spent on those items anyway.
No one has demonstrated that is an issue we
need to deal with. If so, there are already anti-
fraud provisions in the underlying legislation
that would prevent this type of activity. The
Motion contains no enforcement mechanisms,
so any additional prohibitions are meaning-
less.

This Motion is another example of how the
Republican leadership has chosen to work to
score political points instead of taking seri-
ously the challenges facing our country.

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 346, nays 68,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 254]

YEAS—346

Ackerman Burgess DeLauro
Aderholt Burton (IN) Dent
Adler (NJ) Butterfield Deutch
Akin Buyer Diaz-Balart, L.
Alexander Calvert Diaz-Balart, M.
Altmire Camp Dicks
Arcuri Cantor Doggett
Austria Cao Donnelly (IN)
Baca Capito Doyle
Bachmann Capuano Dreier
Bachus Cardoza Driehaus
Barrow Carnahan Duncan
Bartlett Carney Edwards (MD)
Barton (TX) Carson (IN) Edwards (TX)
Bean Carter Ehlers
Berry Cassidy Ellison
Biggert Castle Ellsworth
Bilbray Castor (FL) Emerson
Bilirakis Chaffetz Eshoo
Bishop (GA) Chandler Etheridge
Bishop (NY) Childers Fallin
Bishop (UT) Coble Fattah
Blunt Coffman (CO) Flake
Boccieri Cohen Fleming
Boehner Cole Forbes
Bono Mack Conaway Fortenberry
Boozman Connolly (VA) Foster
Boren Cooper Foxx
Boswell Costa Franks (AZ)
Boucher Costello Frelinghuysen
Boustany Courtney Gallegly
Boyd Crenshaw Garamendi
Brady (PA) Crowley Garrett (NJ)
Brady (TX) Cuellar Gerlach
Braley (IA) Culberson Giffords
Bright Cummings Gingrey (GA)
Broun (GA) Dahlkemper Gohmert
Brown (SC) Davis (CA) Gonzalez
Brown-Waite, Davis (KY) Goodlatte

Ginny Davis (TN) Gordon (TN)
Buchanan DeFazio Granger
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Graves Lynch
Grayson Mack

Green, Al Maffei
Green, Gene Maloney
Griffith Manzullo
Gutierrez Marchant
Hall (NY) Markey (CO)
Hall (TX) Marshall
Halvorson Matheson
Hare Matsui
Harman McCarthy (CA)
Harper McCarthy (NY)
Hastings (WA) McCaul
Heinrich MecClintock
Hensarling McCotter
Herger McGovern
Herseth Sandlin ~ McHenry
Higgins McIntyre
Hill McKeon
Himes McMahon
Hodes McMorris
Holden Rodgers
Hunter McNerney
Inglis Meek (FL)
Inslee Meeks (NY)
Israel Mica

Issa Miller (FL)

Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.

Andrews
Baird
Baldwin
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Blumenauer
Capps
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Davis (IL)
Delahunt
Dingell
Engel
Farr
Filner

Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick

Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes

Nye

Olson

Ortiz

Owens
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri

Platts

Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey

Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher

NAYS—68

Frank (MA)
Fudge
Grijalva
Hastings (FL)
Heller
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono

Holt

Honda

Hoyer
Kanjorski
Kilpatrick (MI)
Lee (CA)
Markey (MA)
McDermott
Michaud
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Nadler (NY)
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Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stearns
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Weiner
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Napolitano

Oberstar

Olver

Pallone

Pascrell

Payne

Pingree (ME)

Reyes

Rothman (NJ)

Rush

Ryan (OH)

Sanchez, Linda
T.

Sanchez, Loretta

Schakowsky

Scott (VA)

Sires

Stark

Stupak

Thompson (MS)

Titus Waters Waxman

Towns Watson Welch

Velazquez Watt Woolsey
NOT VOTING—16

Barrett (SC) DeGette Mollohan

Blackburn Guthrie Obey

Bonner Hoekstra Pitts

Brown, Corrine Kennedy Wamp

Campbell McCollum

Davis (AL) Melancon

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.
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Messrs. HOLDEN, POMEROY, ROSS,
COURTNEY, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of
California, Messrs. MATHESON, PAS-
TOR, Mrs. HALVORSON, Messrs.
SCHIFF, WALZ, LYNCH, BARROW,
HARE, Ms. HARMAN, Messrs.
WEINER, HEINRICH, PETERSON,
DEFAZIO, ETHERIDGE, HODES,
POLIS, Ms. SPEIER, Messrs. SMITH of
Washington, MEEK of Florida, RA-
HALL, DRIEHATUS, SALAZAR,
COSTELLO, Ms. MARKEY of Colorado,
Ms. DELAURO, Messrs. CARDOZA,
MOORE of Kansas, WU, LIPINSKI,
RODRIGUEZ, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER,
Mr. DICKS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Ms. KILROY, Messrs.
SERRANO, KISSELL, PERLMUTTER,
HIMES, BACA, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. YARMUTH,
Mrs. MALONEY, Messrs. SPRATT,
KIND, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. KAGEN, Ms.
KAPTUR, Mr. BOUCHER, Mrs. DAVIS
of California, Messrs. MEEKS of New
York, LEVIN, TANNER, GORDON of
Tennessee, VISCLOSKY, LARSEN of
Washington, PRICE of North Carolina,
KLEIN of Florida, LANGEVIN,
McGOVERN, CAPUANO, Mrs. MCCAR-
THY of New York, Mr. CARNAHAN,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Messrs.
MILLER of North Carolina, WILSON of
Ohio, NEAL, TONKO, LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Messrs.
LUJAN, PATRICK J. MURPHY of
Pennsylvania, HIGGINS, KUCINICH,
ISRAEL, CUELLAR, BISHOP of New
York, Ms. BEAN, Messrs. HALL of New
York, AL GREEN of Texas, COOPER,
RUPPERSBERGER, DEUTCH,
BRALEY of Iowa, BOSWELL, VAN
HOLLEN, BERRY, ORTIZ, FATTAH,
CARSON of Indiana, SCOTT of Geor-
gia, MURPHY of Connecticut,
LOEBSACK, BISHOP of Georgia, GON-
ZALEZ, DOYLE, BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mrs. LOWERY, Messrs.
GARAMENDI, TIERNEY, ELLISON,
KILDEE, BUTTERFIELD, CUMMINGS,
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois,
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. THOMP-
SON of California, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr.
SESTAK, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas,
Messrs. JOHNSON of Georgia, SHER-
MAN, INSLEE, GEORGE MILLER of
California, Ms. EDWARDS of Mary-
land, Messrs. DOGGETT, LEWIS of
Georgia, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Messrs. GUTIERREZ, SNYDER, CROW-
LEY, ACKERMAN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr.
COHEN, Ms. RICHARDSON, Messrs.
GENE GREEN of Texas, RANGEL,
SARBANES, and GRAYSON changed
their vote from ‘“‘nay’ to ‘‘yea.”
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Messrs. CONYERS and PALLONE
changed their vote from ‘yea” to
iina'y.’7

So the motion to recommit was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to the instructions of the House in
the motion to recommit, I report the
bill, H.R. 5019, back to the House with
an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois). The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WAXMAN:

Page 6, lines 3 through 6, strike paragraph
(12) (and redesignate the subsequent para-
graphs accordingly).

Page 11, line 24, through page 12, line 1,
strike ‘‘notice of” and all that follows
through ‘‘the amount’ and insert ‘‘notice of
the amount”.

Page 12, line 2, insert ‘‘on the homeowner’s
behalf” after ‘‘apply for”.

Page 12, line 5, strike “‘and”.

Page 12, lines 6 and 7, strike subparagraph
(B).

Page 12, lines 8 and 12, redesignate para-
graphs (6) and (7) as paragraphs (7) and (8),
respectively.

Page 12, after line 7, insert the following
new paragraph:

(6) certifying that no employee has been
convicted of, or pleaded guilty to, a crime of
child molestation, rape, or any other form of
sexual assault;

Page 12, line 16, strike ‘112 and insert
¢“1107.

Page 21, after line 10, insert the following
new subsection:

(0) INCOME THRESHOLD.—Homeowners with
a gross annual household income of more
than $250,000 shall not be eligible for a rebate
under this title.

Page 21, lines 14 through 16, strike ‘‘to par-
ticipating contractors and vendors, to reim-
burse those contractors and vendors for dis-
counts provided to homeowners’ and insert
“to homeowners to reimburse the home-
owners for work provided by participating
contractors and vendors”’.

Page 25, lines 18 through 21, strike ‘‘to par-
ticipating contractors and vendors, to reim-
burse them for discounts provided to the
owner of the home for the retrofit work” and
insert ‘‘to homeowners to reimburse the
homeowners for work provided by partici-
pating contractors and vendors”’.

Page 35, line 24, through page 36, line 1,
strike ‘‘, as a function of the discount the
contractor or vendor provides to the home-
owner for the installed measures,’.

Page 39, lines 12 and 13, strike ‘‘discount
from a contractor or vendor for which a re-
bate is provided under subsection (a)” and
insert “‘rebate’’.

Page 42, lines 6 through 8, strike ‘‘to par-
ticipating accredited contractors and ven-
dors, to reimburse them for discounts pro-
vided to the owner of the home for the ret-
rofit work” and insert ‘‘to homeowners to re-
imburse the homeowners for work provided
by participating accredited contractors and
vendors’’.

Page 48, lines 2 and 3, strike ‘‘discount
from a contractor or vendor for which a re-
bate is provided under this section’ and in-
sert ‘“‘rebate’’.

Page 49, lines 16 and 17, strike ‘‘Secretary’’
and all that follows through ‘“‘may’ and in-
sert ‘‘Secretary may’’.
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Page 49, lines 18 and 20, redesignate clauses
(i) and (ii) as subparagraphs (A) and (B), re-
spectively.

Page 49, line 22, strike ‘‘; and’ and insert a
period.

Page 49, line 23, through page 50, line 3,
strike subparagraph (B).

Page 50, after line 3, insert the following
new subsection:

(g) EXCLUSION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, energy savings measures shall not in-
clude the installation or replacement of pool
heaters.

Page 52, line 9, insert ‘‘and’’ after the semi-
colon.

Page 52, line 11, strike “‘and’’.

Page 52, lines 12 through 22, strike clause
@{iv).

Page 53, line 16, strike ‘112" and insert
€110

Page 58, lines 6 through 16, strike section
109.

Page 58, line 17, redesignate section 110 as
section 109.

Page 59, line 7, through page 65, line 16,
strike section 111.

Page 65, line 17, redesignate section 112 as
section 110.

Page 65, line 19, strike ‘‘subsection (j)”’ and
insert ‘‘subsection (i)”’.

Page 66, line 18, insert ‘‘and’ after the
semicolon.

Page 66, lines 19 through 21, strike subpara-
graph (D).

Page 66, line 22, redesignate subparagraph
(E) as subparagraph (D).

Page 67, lines 1 through 3, strike paragraph
(2).
Page 67, line 4, redesignate paragraph (3) as
paragraph (2).

Page 68, lines 3 and 9, redesignate para-
graphs (4) and (5) as paragraphs (3) and (4),
respectively.

Page 69, line 4, strike ‘‘subsection
(b)(3)(B)”’ and insert ‘‘subsection (b)(2)(B)”’.

Page 70, lines 17 through 21, strike sub-
section (e) (and redesignate the subsequent
subsections accordingly).

Page 71, line 1, strike ‘‘subsections (b), (d),
and (e)”’ and insert ‘‘subsections (b) and (d)”’.

Page 71, lines 13 and 14, strike ‘‘subsections
(b), (d), and (e)” and insert ‘‘subsections (b)
and (d)”.

Page 72, line 8, strike ‘¢, 110, and 111" and
insert “and 109”.

Page 72, after line 13, insert the following
new subsection:

(j) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSE PROHIBITION.—
No funds provided under this title shall be
used for the purposes of conducting travel to
gambling or gaming establishments in con-
nection with official duties related to this
title.

At the end of the bill, add the following
new title:

TITLE III—DEFICIT NEUTRALITY
SEC. 301. SUNSET.

The provisions of this Act shall be sus-
pended and shall not apply if this Act will
have a negative net effect on the national
budget deficit of the United States.

Mr. WAXMAN (during the reading). I
ask unanimous consent that the
amendment be considered as read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The

question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 246, nays
161, not voting 23, as follows:

Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Boccieri
Boswell
Boucher
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Butterfield
Camp

Cao

Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Chu

Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge

[Roll No. 255]
YEAS—246

Garamendi
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)

This

Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
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Wasserman
Schultz

Waters

Watson

Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blunt
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costello
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dreier
Duncan
Emerson
Fallin

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)

Barrett (SC)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Bonner

Boyd

Brown, Corrine
Campbell
Davis (AL)
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Watt Wilson (OH)
Waxman Woolsey
Weiner Wu
Welch Yarmuth

NAYS—161
Goodlatte Nunes
Granger Olson
Graves Pascrell
Griffith Paul
Harper Paulsen
Heller Pence
Hensarling Petri
Herger Platts
Hunter Poe (TX)
Inglis Posey
Issa Price (GA)
Jenkins Putnam
Johnson (IL) Radanovich
Johnson, Sam Rehberg
Jones Reichert
Jordan (OH) Roe (TN)

Kanjorski
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Myrick
Neugebauer

Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schauer
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt

Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—23

DeGette
Delahunt
Filner

Guthrie
Hastings (WA)
Hoekstra
Kennedy
McCarthy (CA)

McCollum
Melancon
Mollohan
Obey
Pitts
Wamp
Whitfield

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois) (during the vote).
There are 2 minutes remaining in this

vote.
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Mr. BOREN changed his vote from
uyeaw to una,y.aa

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
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ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, by direction of the Demo-
cratic Caucus, I offer a privileged reso-
lution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1334

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.—MTr.
Owens (to rank immediately after Mr. Mur-
phy of New York).

(2) COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS.—MTr.
Patrick Murphy of Pennsylvania.

(3) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—Mr.
Garamendi (to rank immediately after Mr.
Owens), Mr. Boswell (to rank immediately
after Mr. Garamendi), Mr. Johnson of Geor-
gia (to rank immediately after Mr. Boren).

(4) COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—Mr.
Deutch (to rank immediately after Mr.
McMahon).

(5) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.—
Mr. Owens (to rank immediately after Ms.
Titus).

(6) COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY.—Mr.
Deutch (to rank immediately after Ms. Chu),
Mr. Polis.

(7) COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES.—
Mr. Lujan (to rank immediately after Mr.
Heinrich).

(8) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY.—Mr. Garamendi (to rank imme-
diately after Mr. Peters).

(9) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE.—Mr. Johnson of Georgia.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (during
the reading). Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be considered as read and printed in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
CHU). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Connecticut?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Maryland,
the majority leader, for the purposes of
announcing next week’s schedule.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the Republican
whip for yielding.

On Tuesday, the House will meet at
12:30 p.m. for morning-hour debate and
2 p.m. for legislative business, with
votes postponed until 6:30 p.m. On
Wednesday and Thursday, the House
will meet at 10 a.m. for legislative
business. On Friday, no votes are ex-
pected.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow. In addition, we will consider
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H.R. 5116,
Act.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Madam Speaker, I noticed that the
gentleman from Maryland, the major-
ity leader, did not mention the budget
or the Afghan-Iraq supplemental for
next week’s schedule. And I know that
in our last week’s colloquy the major-
ity leader, the gentleman from Mary-
land, stated that he would consider
these two items as soon as possible. So
I would ask the gentleman if he has an
update about floor consideration for ei-
ther the budget resolution or the sup-
plemental bill for Afghanistan and
Iraq.

Mr. HOYER. We are still working on
the budget. I will hopefully bring that
forward when it is ready, obviously
when the Budget Committee considers
it. As it relates to the Afghan-Pakistan
supplemental, the President requested,
as you know, approximately $33 billion
in his budget at the beginning of the
year. The Defense Department says
that the money that they have will be
depleted sometime this summer. It’s
important, obviously, therefore, that
we move soon. And I hope to do that.

I would hope that when we move this
bill forward that we will see bipartisan
support for it, obviously to support our
troops in harm’s way, carrying out a
policy that I know, as the gentleman
has observed before, the Republican
whip himself and others have indicated
their support of the President’s policy
in Afghanistan. This money for Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan will fund those
efforts. And I am hopeful when we do
bring it forward that we will have bi-
partisan support for that piece of legis-
lation.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Just to clarify, Madam Speaker, does
the gentleman expect either of these
items to come to the floor prior to the
Memorial Day recess?

Mr. HOYER. I am hopeful that that
will be the case, yes.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I would ask the gentleman also,
Madam Speaker, when does he expect
the tax extender bill to come to the
floor? I know Chairman LEVIN has al-
luded to it coming to the floor any
time within the next 2 weeks. I would
further ask the gentleman, Madam
Speaker, does he expect that to be a 1-
or a 2-year extension?

Mr. HOYER. The committee has not
acted, so I can’t answer the second
question per se on the 1 or 2 years. I
will tell the gentleman that it is still
my expectation, as Chairman LEVIN
said, that that bill, the jobs bill with
the extenders in it, will come forward
within the next 2 weeks.

Chairman BAUcUs and Chairman
LEVIN are discussing that bill. I am
hopeful that they will reach agreement
and can reach agreement on a bipar-
tisan basis in the House and in the Sen-
ate. We are working toward that end.
We believe this will be an important
bill for business, an important bill for
job growth, and an important bill to
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extend some of those items that, as the
gentleman knows, some of them will
expire in terms of authorization either
by the end of this month or by June 2.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
for that, and would inquire further,
Madam Speaker, from the gentleman, I
don’t know if I am asking, Madam
Speaker, whether it is his sense or pref-
erence about the length of the exten-
sion and whether we can expect or he
would expect there to be a 1- or 2-year
extension.

Mr. HOYER. I would prefer that per-
haps we do it for a longer period of
time than 1 year. Two years would be
acceptable. However, the problem, of
course, is paying for things. As the
gentleman knows, when these bills
were considered, one of the things that
the minority did with their MTR was
to include more spending in and strike
the pay-fors, which exacerbated the bill
to the tune of about $100 billion. So I
think the committee is dealing with
what they can pay for.

There will be some things, obviously,
that we have accepted as emergencies
caused by the severe economic down-
turn. But I think the length of time
will probably be dictated by the issue
of how we pay for things.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I would reiterate, Madam Speaker, to
the gentleman that Republicans stand
ready to work with him in terms of
trying to live up to the expectations
that families across this country are
having to live up to, which is to work
in a fiscally responsible manner on a
budget blueprint for the year, and am
hopeful that Congress can deliver on
that prior to the Memorial Day break.

With nothing further, Madam Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow, and further
when the House adjourns on that day,
it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on
Tuesday, May 11, 2010, for morning-
hour debate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

———

A NEW INTERNATIONAL FISCAL
CONSERVATISM

(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, today’s
volatility in the stock market teaches
us two lessons: first, the United States,
our Treasury Secretary, and our Presi-
dent must advance a new International
Economic Stabilization plan based on
tremendous cuts in European govern-
ment spending. Over 60 percent of
Greece’s GDP is in the public sector.
With debts rising to 100 percent of na-
tional income, their ability to repay
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their debts was inevitably going to col-
lapse.

Spain, Portugal, and Italy may be
next. Their debts total trillions, not
hundreds of millions. Our U.S. finan-
cial system and our stock market de-
pends on what I would call a new inter-
national fiscal conservatism that cuts
government spending and deficit fi-
nancing.

Today also teaches us another lesson.
The very debts that crippled Europe
and shook our stock market are com-
ing to America, fueled by the irrespon-
sible spending of this Congress. We
need to cut Federal spending now to re-
assure markets and assure that Amer-
ica’s children will never have to ask
this question: ‘“Who will bail out Amer-
ica?”

———

NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH
PROTECTION ACT

(Ms. CHU asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, earlier this
week I introduced a bill to ensure that
scarce Federal resources provided for
the National School Lunch Program
and the School Breakfast Program are
spent to provide nutritious meals to
our children.

Every day more than 30 million stu-
dents receive meals through these pro-
grams. In this recession, more and
more families are relying on schools to
feed their children at least one healthy
meal every school day. At the same
time, these programs are facing in-
creased costs.

Unfortunately, some school districts
overcharge for the administrative costs
associated with implementing these
important nutrition programs. This
means less money to feed children.
That’s why I introduced the National
School Lunch Protection Act of 2010, to
ensure that Federal money for school
meals actually goes towards feeding
our needy children.

Specifically, this bill requires a Fed-
eral study to see what school districts
are charging the Federal Government
to implement these programs. Armed
with this information, the Secretary
will implement regulations to protect
these important nutrition programs.
Once passed, this bill will prevent gov-
ernment waste and will help to feed
more hungry children.

——
GULF OIL SPILL

(Mr. TURNER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, as we
turn on the news networks and we lis-
ten about the oil spill in the Gulf, the
American people want to know, how
could this happen? As Americans read
the news about this particular oil plat-
form having had problems over several
years, and how equipment meant to
prevent an oil spill malfunctioned,
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they want to know where was the en-
forcement of safety regulations to pre-
vent this disaster?

The Obama administration and con-
gressional Democrats have called for
an energy policy that includes more
drilling. Americans are concerned,
however, that if the administration
can’t manage this current crisis, how
can we manage even more drilling?

I agree with most Americans that we
need an ‘‘all of the above’ energy plan
that will reduce our dependence on for-
eign oil. However, the American people
expect answers from this administra-
tion. How did this happen? How should
this have been prevented? Why was
there a delay in the administration
providing a response to this disaster?
And what will the administration do
now? Our Nation awaits these answers.

O 1600
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

THE TIMES SQUARE BOMBER:
FIGHTING THEM HERE INSTEAD
OF THERE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker,
every American was troubled to learn
about the attempted terrorist bombing
in Times Square last weekend, but we
should all be heartened and we should
all be proud of the swift action by law
enforcement authorities to apprehend
the suspect. By all accounts, the sys-
tem worked seamlessly. New York City
Police worked in tandem with the FBI,
Customs and Border Patrol, the De-
partment of Homeland Security, and
other agencies, and the man was in
custody by Monday. He was read his
Miranda rights and continues to co-
operate. And there is reason to believe
he can provide valuable intelligence
that will allow us to detain other ter-
rorists. Everything by the books. No
extralegal coercion. Rule of law and
the Constitution upheld. This is the
way to combat terrorism, Madam
Speaker.

You’ll recall that the notion of coun-
terterrorism as primarily a law en-
forcement operation has often been
met by ridicule and by bluster on the
other side of the aisle. This isn’t police
work, they’ve said. This is war. Well,
we’ve now had 8% years of war, and in
addition to costing us thousands of
American lives and hundreds of billions
of taxpayer dollars, it has not made
terrorism go away. If anything, it has
animated and emboldened the people
who want to harm America. And as
people have watched their home coun-
tries invaded and their communities
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destroyed at the hands of the U.S. mili-
tary, they’ve become prime recruits for
terrorist networks.

The bottom line is that our current
strategy isn’t an antiterrorism strat-
egy at all. By its very nature, it’s
spawning more terrorists than it’s kill-
ing or detaining.

What if we took just a fraction of our
war budgets and used it to make our
domestic counterterrorism infrastruc-
ture that much stronger? And what if
we took another fraction and launched
a smart security strategy that empha-
sized peaceful, civilian, humanitarian
outreach instead of military occupa-
tion? Because contrary, Madam Speak-
er, to the assessment of our previous
President, it appears that ‘‘fighting
them here” is exactly the way to go.
“Fighting them there,”” on the other
hand, leads to an endless cycle of vio-
lence, recrimination, and hatred.

We all owe a debt of gratitude to ev-
eryone who played a role in the suc-
cessful arrest of the Times Square
bomber. Now let’s give them even more
tools, resources, and support. Let’s
bring the troops home and make the
work of our talented law enforcement
personnel the focal point of our strug-
gle against terrorism.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
MARKEY of Colorado). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is recognized for 5
minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER IS
CONSTITUTIONAL WHETHER FED-
ERAL JUDGES LIKE IT OR NOT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Today is the Na-
tional Day of Prayer. It’s the day of
the year that is proclaimed that we
honor how prayer and how religion has
affected our culture as a Nation. Every
day, in this very House, we start with
a prayer. Down the hallway in the
United States Senate, every day, the
U.S. Senate starts with a prayer. And
then we have the Pledge of Allegiance.
The Supreme Court has ruled that it is
constitutional for us, the Senate, and
all State legislatures, to start every
day with a prayer. And so it is through-
out the country.

We have the National Day of Prayer
today, but it has a long history of es-
tablishment here in the United States,
where we recognize this very important
day. Many Congresses and Presidents
have proclaimed days of prayer and
fasting throughout our Nation’s his-
tory. From Washington all the way to
Madison and all the way through World
War II, Presidents set aside days of na-
tional prayer.

In 1952, 58 years ago, a bill pro-
claiming an annual National Day of
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Prayer was unanimously passed by the
House and the Senate and signed into
law by President Truman. It’s not
often in our history that everything
passes this House and the Senate by
unanimous consent. The new law re-
quired the President to select a day for
national prayer every year. In 1988, the
day was fixed by Congress as the first
Thursday in May of each year. That
law was signed by President Ronald
Reagan.

Nobody is forced to pray on the Na-
tional Day of Prayer. However, we now
have a Federal judge who has ruled
that the National Day of Prayer is un-
constitutional, even though this day is
set aside to honor God and the role
that prayer has played throughout our
history. Thanksgiving was set aside by
President George Washington to honor
the Almighty and to give prayer and
thanksgiving for our history and for
the work that the Lord plays in our
very existence.

Most people are surprised to learn
the United States Capitol, this build-
ing, was the place where church serv-
ices were held for a number of years. In
fact, before Congress even started as-
sembling here, we had church services
before then. But yet a National Day of
Prayer has been ruled by a Federal
judge to be unconstitutional.

Here’s what the First Amendment
says, Madam Speaker. It says: Con-
gress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of religion, or prohib-
iting the free exercise thereof.

The First Amendment was written by
James Madison, the author of the U.S.
Constitution. In fact, he is the author
of the first ten amendments. James
Madison set in stone, proclaimed, Con-
gress will make no law respecting an
establishment of religion or prohib-
iting the free exercise thereof.

Probably, James Madison knew more
about the First Amendment than any-
body else since he was the author; yet,
in 1813, President Madison proclaimed
a National Day of Prayer. It’s ironic
that the author of the First Amend-
ment, who knew more about the First
Amendment than anybody else, cer-
tainly Federal judges who live today,
proclaimed the National Day of Prayer,
and yet today, we have a Federal judge
saying it’s unconstitutional based upon
the First Amendment. How ironic. Fed-
eral judges obviously—this particular
Federal judge—forgot about the free
exercise of religion part. That’s why
the National Day of Prayer is so impor-
tant.

The Federal Government sets aside
one day a year that honors the First
Amendment. People may pray. They
don’t have to pray. But it recognizes
how important prayer is in our culture.
It enshrines in the public consciousness
the fact that Americans have the right
to the free exercise of religious beliefs.

“In God We Trust,” Madam Speaker,
is above the American flag behind you.
It is the national motto of the United
States: In God We Trust. Ours is not a
secular Nation. It was founded on reli-
gious principles.
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So I asked this Federal judge, What’s
next? Are you going to try to abolish
Thanksgiving and Christmas as na-
tional holidays?

Madam Speaker, the National Day of
Prayer is not only a good idea, it is
constitutionally legal, whether secular,
antireligious Federal judges like it or
not.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. KLEIN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. KLEIN of Florida addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———
CURRENCY CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. I rise today to talk a bit
about our economy and the market-
place which, if anybody has observed,
is in shambles. A couple of years ago,
we had a financial crisis; basically, a
bit of problems in debt with the finan-
cial institutions, the banks, and a lot
of corporations. That was a rather hec-
tic period of time. But I think what
we’re moving into now is much, much
more serious, and what I see happening
is that this is not a financial problem
as much as a currency problem. Every-
body knows there are major problems
in Greece right now because of the debt
load that they have and they cannot fi-
nance, and nobody is there at the mo-
ment to bail them out.

A lot has been happening. I have been
interested in this subject for a long
time. As a matter of fact, in 1971, with
the breakdown of the Bretton Woods
agreement, I became fascinated with
economics and politics. At that time,
there was a devaluation of the dollar of
3.8 percent, and it was very, very big
news. And that’s when the dollar was
connected to gold and there was a de-
valuation against gold. This was a
major event and ushered in a major
amount of inflation in the 1970s. Yet,
this process continues. As a matter of
fact, the breakdown in 1971 opened up
the doors to massive inflation. And
that’s what we have been doing for 35,
40 years of inflating the currency, cre-
ating many and multiple financial bub-
bles which have burst and have given
us a great deal of trouble. But a cur-
rency crisis is much worse because peo-
ple lose confidence in the dollar.

Now, I have talked a lot about the
value of the dollar. And somebody
might wonder exactly why I would
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come today and talk about the concern
I have for the value of the dollar, be-
cause if you look at the dollar, the dol-
lar is a haven. The dollar has been
going up sharply in terms of other
international currencies. They would
say that this is a haven. It’s still
strong. People are buying our Treasury
bills. But I still argue the case that
there is a currency crisis going on. Be-
cause if you look at the one true
money, the one money that has existed
for 6,000 years that outlasts all the
paper money and all the fiat currency,
that is gold. It doesn’t look very good
and is sending a signal that a lot of in-
flation lurks in the future.

In the past several years, maybe even
10 or 15 years, the dollar and the gold
relationship depended on gold acting as
a commodity. It moved with the stock
market. It moved with commodity
prices. But no longer. Instead of the
gold going down when the stocks went
down, instead of the gold going down
when the commodities go down, in-
stead of the gold going down when the
dollar goes up, all of a sudden people
are resorting to putting dollars and
other currencies in gold. This is send-
ing a signal that the confidence is
being lost in the entire fiat monetary
system. And the dollar, of course, is
the reserve currency of the world and,
therefore, a very significant event.

But there are even other statistics to
suggest that we’re in for a lot more in-
flation. If we look at what has hap-
pened to producer prices in the past 12
months, we find out that producer
prices have already moved up signifi-
cantly. For instance, finished con-
sumer goods are up 8.2 percent in the
last 12 months. Finished consumers
goods, excluding food, are up 8.3. Fin-
ished energy goods are up 20 percent.
Now, that has not yet affected the Con-
sumer Price Index, but, in the months
to come, the producer prices will move
into the consumer products, so we can
expect a lot more inflation.
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Now, the way we get in this trouble
is due to accepting some notions about
money that are false. We have believed
since 1971 that there should be no link-
age of our money to anything sound as
the Constitution mandates. There
should be no linkage of the dollar to
gold or silver, which then gives the
Congress leeway of spending endlessly;
deficits don’t matter. We can tax and
we can borrow; but if we still don’t
have enough money, we can depend on
the Federal Reserve just to print the
money.

Now, that has lasted for a long time,
and we’ve been getting away with it;
but the market is more powerful than
the central bank and the politicians.
The market usually rules and they
come and say the money isn’t worth
what it used to be. There’s too much
mal-investment, there’s too much debt,
and therefore a correction must occur.
This happened with the financial situa-
tion: there had to be a correction, the
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bubble burst, and there are some ad-
justments.

But everything that we have done
over these past several years and even
over the last several decades has al-
ways been to resort to more inflation,
print more money, spend more money,
which only produces a problem that
delays the inevitable. What I am afraid
of is the inevitable is here, and we
must do something about it.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GINGREY of Georgia addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
MARKEY of Colorado). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 6,
2009, the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. ELLISON) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, my
name is KEITH ELLISON, and I’m here to
claim this hour on behalf of the Pro-
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gressive Caucus to deliver what we call
the ‘‘progressive message.”’

The Congressional Progressive Cau-
cus is a group of Members of this
United States Congress who believe in
the essentials of America, ideas like
fairness and equality. We are the peo-
ple who stand up consistently for civil
rights and human rights. We believe
that issues like color, national origin,
and gender should not be a barrier for
people to fully participate in the Amer-
ican Dream.

The Progressive Caucus consistently
stands up for the rights of the working
class, the people who labor every day
to make this country run. We’re talk-
ing about economic justice. We’re talk-
ing about true health care reform.
Many of our members were on the uni-
versal single-payer health care bill and
advocated for the public option as the
health care debate carried forward.

The Progressive Caucus, this is the
group that’s consistently arguing to
say that humanity, and as a matter of
fact as Americans, we can live in har-
mony with the Earth, we can respect
the environment. So when you think
about the Progressive Caucus, Madam
Speaker, the idea is that there is a
body of folks in the Congress who be-
lieve in fairness, who believe in equal-
ity, who believe in equal opportunity,
who believe in equal justice, who be-
lieve in peace, and believe that the
United States should put its diplomatic
foot first and its development foot first
and should always, always, always seek
to be a force for peace in the word.

Members of the Progressive Caucus
made up the large bulk of the people
who called for the United States to get
out of Iraq and identified Iraq as not
the right policy for the United States
from the very beginning. Many of us
continue to make the demand for peace
and say that the proportion of develop-
ment aid should outweigh the military
footprint in Afghanistan and not the
reverse.

This is the Progressive Caucus. I'm
proud to be a vice chair of the Progres-
sive Caucus and to present the ideas of
the progressive message tonight. The
progressive message is when we come
down to the House floor and we talk
about the values of the Progressive
Caucus, what we’re working on, what
we’re doing, what we think is impor-
tant, so, Madam Speaker, that the peo-
ple who watch C-SPAN and who tune
into us know the ideas and thoughts of
the Progressive Caucus and know that
there is a progressive voice within the
caucus. Very, very important.

Tonight, our topic is the economy.
What else? The economy. It’s what peo-
ple are focused on nowadays with the
dramatic unemployment rates, high
unemployment rates, hovering in the
neighborhood of 10 percent in many
places around this country, about 9.7
percent, as we’re seeing some States
with dramatically higher and even
some with lower; but everybody is con-
cerned about jobs for the American
people.
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Today we’re talking about Wall
Street reform which is good for Main
Street, meaning that many folks will
be thinking, well, what does Wall
Street have to do with me? I mean, I
own a barber shop on Main Street, I
own a mechanic shop on Main Street, I
work for the factory down at the other
side of the community. I'm not a play-
er on Wall Street; I don’t trade in
stocks. That doesn’t have anything to
do with me. Why am I worried about
it? The reason is, the progressive mes-
sage tonight is that people who live on
Main Street—people who are the teach-
ers, the firefighters, the police officers,
the small business owners—people who
work hard every day and make this
country function need to plug into
what’s happening with this Wall Street
reform because it’s going on now in the
Congress and the interests of us all are
at stake.

So this idea of Wall Street reform
will be the topic tonight, and the main
idea is Wall Street reform is good for
Main Street. Main Street needs to be
plugged into what’s happening. And
who can blame people, Madam Speak-
er, for not really knowing what’s going
on with this Wall Street reform. I
mean, weird terms like ‘‘credit default
swaps’ and ‘‘derivatives’ and ‘‘collat-
eral debt obligations” and things like
that, ‘“‘rating agencies,” ‘‘too big to
fail,”” all this kind of stuff are things
that the American people are trying to
get all this stuff clear because folks
who don’t watch this stuff every day,
folks who are not C-SPAN junkies,
they’re busy, they’re raising their kids,
they’re going to work, they’re doing
what people normally do, may not
know that they really need to plug into
this issue of Wall Street reform be-
cause it has a lot to do with how peo-
ple’s lives are going to be led, and it
has a lot to do with people’s well-being,
their economic opportunity, and things
like that.

So we’re going to talk about that to-
night, Madam Speaker. And we really
want to let you know that we’re going
to be focusing hard on this issue of
Wall Street reform and being good for
Main Street. We want folks to absorb
this message, and so we’re going to be
talking about it tonight.

Now, the fact is that if you have any
doubt about whether Wall Street re-
form is important, maybe you thought
to yourself, well, you know, I'm not
sure it’s something that I really need
to be concerned about, let me just say
that you can sometimes know how im-
portant a topic is by how vigorously
other people are fighting against it.
You may not know the ins and outs of
health care reform; but when you find
out that some people were spending $14
million a day with lobbyists to stop
health care reform, you know that
there are some people with some big
bucks and some big stakes in the game
who thought the status quo was good
for them even if reform was good for
the rest of us.

Now, what’s interesting is this same
scenario is being played out right now
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with financial reform. I want to start
our dialogue tonight about Wall Street
reform, not by talking about the intri-
cacies of the bill—because I'm going to
talk about the bill—and not by talking
about what led us to this crisis, be-
cause I'm going to talk about that too,
but first by talking about what the
people of America are up against and
who it is and how it is that people are
trying to stop it.

Wall Street is spending billions to
kill reform. Look it up. In 2009, the fi-
nancial industry spent $465 million lob-
bying Washington. How much was
spent lobbying Washington for school
lunches for poor kids? How much was
spent on trying to get America out of
Iraqg and Afghanistan? How much was
spent on trying to make sure that col-
lege kids could get into college and
have an affordable college education
for themselves and their family? How
much was spent on these things?

$4656 million for Ilobbying Wash-
ington? Now, that’s really something,
folks. That’s putting down a pretty
penny to make sure that the interests
of the industry are put up first and
foremost before Members of Congress.
$1.4 million a day lobbying Congress,
not as much as health care reform, but
a substantial pretty penny to be per
day lobbying Congress; $1 million per
Member of Congress. So in 2009, if $465
million was spent lobbying Wash-
ington, there are about 435 of us,
there’s actually more than $1 million
spent lobbying each Member of Con-
gress if you just divide it by the num-
ber of people in Congress.

So what is the point of this chart?
The point of this chart is to say that
folks who don’t want real reform in the
area of financial services are putting
their money down to try to stop it.
They’re deploying, literally, an army
of lobbyists to try to convince Mem-
bers of Congress that their interests
are the ones that need to be first, not
those of the American people: $3.9 bil-
lion in the last decade, that’s a lot of
money, and nearly 2,000 lobbyists, 1,726
Washington lobbyists.

Now, this may sound like I'm hard on
lobbyists; I'm not hard on lobbyists. I
think it’s an honorable profession.
They help Members of Congress under-
stand issues. But the fact is that every
Member of Congress can tell you a lob-
byist does not come in to try to per-
suade you to do something other than
their interests, the people who pay
them. They’re paid to do a certain
thing, to convince Members of Con-
gress to do a certain thing. It’s not al-
ways a bad thing, but it’s usually a
thing that’s going to serve the inter-
ests of the people who are sending
them there, and sometimes that’s not
right in line with what the American
people want.

So it’s important for the American
people to know that when we’re stand-
ing up for consumer protection, that
when we’re trying to stop bailouts ever
again, that when we’re trying to make
sure that there is real justice and ac-
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countability when it comes to too-big-
to-fail firms, that there are a lot of
folks who want to have it stay their
way; but we’re trying to push for re-
form, and the American people need to
know that. The American people need
to be aware that if they don’t pay at-
tention to this debate, they may be
sorry that they didn’t. And so we’re en-
couraging people, Madam Speaker, to
just stay on top and stay focused on
what’s really going on.

Now, let me just talk about what fi-
nancial reform actually means. What
does it actually mean? Wall Street re-
form means policing Wall Street, mak-
ing sure that Wall Street abides by the
rules. Now, Wall Street does a lot of
good for this economy. What it basi-
cally does is it takes people who have
money to invest and unites it with peo-
ple who need money to capitalize their
companies. It takes people who want to
invest with companies that have new
ideas and some old ideas so they can
get together and fund and finance their
company. It’s a good idea, it’s fine, but
sometimes it gets out of control. Look,
I have knives in my house, and they’re
very useful for cutting vegetables. But
you know what? They still can be dan-
gerous. We need rules about how we
deal with these things because they
have very, very powerful consequences
on people.

So Wall Street reform means policing
Wall Street. It means ending bank bail-
outs. President Obama stood right in
this very room not too long ago when
he did his state of the Union speech
and he said, One thing is for sure,
whether you voted for the bailout or
not, everybody hated the bailout. I can
say he was right on the money. I will
tell you that I believed that our econ-
omy was in ruin. I thought we were on
the brink of disaster back in Sep-
tember, October 2008, and I voted for
the bailout. But I will say this about it,
I didn’t want to, I had to be convinced
that it was necessary to do. You should
know that much of the money has been
recouped and is being recouped every
day. And the President is proposing a
tax on some of these large financial
firms to make sure the American peo-
ple get all of their money back.

But this is one of those things that
you didn’t want to have to do, but you
had to do. It’s like if a friend says I
need you to drive me home because I
drank too much. You know what? You
don’t want to have to do that because
you would wish that people would be
more responsible, but you have to do
it. It’s something that you don’t want
to do, but you have to because you're
put in that difficult situation.

We want to end the bank bailouts
with Wall Street reform. We want to
stabilize the economy. This economy,
because of this financial trouble cre-
ated by a lack of deregulation, by tax
cuts for the wealthy, by not minding
the store, we want to create stability
in this economy so people can plan, so
they can invest, so they can pursue ca-
reers, and so that we can have real eco-
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nomic growth sustained over the long
term.

So it’s about stabilizing the econ-
omy. It’s about saying, you know
what? The economy is going to be sta-
ble, so you know what? You might be
able to make retirement plans. The
economy 1is going to be stable and
strong, so you should put some money
away because you will be able to afford
college for your kids. It’s talking about
stabilizing the economy—yes, you
should start that business because I'm
telling you that there will be a stable
economy for you to participate in. So
that’s what stabilizing the economy is
all about.

And then, also, we’ve got to stop
gambling with worker pensions. Work-
ers work hard. Workers work their
whole lives working hard to make
goods and services for people in the
United States. They work hard and
they put money into their pensions
year after year after year. When they
get 65 years old, they shouldn’t have to
worry that people who were gambling
with their money on Wall Street have
somehow gambled it away. And so this
Wall Street reform is about stopping
gambling with worker pensions. It’s
about worker pensions, people who one
day want to retire, people who have
worked hard and earned the privilege
to retire, people who have literally
blazed a trail for all of us younger peo-
ple; and when they get 65, they ought
to be able to go and take their retire-
ment.

This is what Wall Street reform is all
about. This is what we’re trying to do.
This is what the purpose is. It has
nothing to do with trying to punish the
average person. We want to see the
economy grow; we want to see busi-
nesses invest. We want to see them
grow, be competitive and successful;
but there’s got to be rules of the road
so that everybody can be careful.

Cars. Two thousand pounds of steel
going fast can hurt you; everybody
knows that. They’re very useful, but
we still have to have rules, which is
why we have to have State troopers out
there. And in the same sense, Wall
Street reform means policing Wall
Street, ending bank bailouts, stabi-
lizing the economy, and stop gambling
with worker pensions. So that’s what
Wall Street reform is all about.

I'm going to return to this board in a
moment, but before I do, Madam
Speaker, I'd like to get up here and put
this document that I led off with be-
cause I want to elaborate on it again.
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Again Wall Street reform, Wall
Street is spending billions to kill re-
form, to stifle reform, to shape reform
to their interest, and it is a big deal.
But I would like to say just a few spe-
cifics.

The fact is there are a lot of people
who are former Members of Congress
who are here. At least 70 former Mem-
bers of Congress employed by the fi-
nancial services industry, at least 70
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former Members of Congress here to
try to convince their former colleagues
what the industry’s perspective is on
Wall Street reform, nearly half of the
150 former Members that reported lob-
bying in 2009.

Let me say about 150 former Mem-
bers who might be working on any-
thing from energy to forestry, about
half of them are working on Wall
Street reform. That is a big deal and
people should know that. In total,
about 125 former aides and lawmakers
are now working for financial firms.
And so it is not just former Members of
Congress, their aides are working on
this stuff, too. They are employed and
hired to try to convince their former
colleagues to do what Wall Street
wants to do. Of the industry’s revolv-
ing door lobbyists, 19 are former Mem-
bers who served on the Senate Banking
or House Financial Services Commit-
tees. So they are getting people who
are on the committee who know the
most about this stuff to persuade their
colleagues about what the interest of
the industry is, not the American peo-
ple.

At least 33 additional lobbyists were
staffers, as I mentioned before. And
you should know, in Congress, some of
the most influential people around are
staffers. People know the Member of
Congress, their name is on the lawn
sign and they have commercials during
the campaign season with themselves
featured in the commercials and some-
times local communities know who the
Members of Congress are. You may not
know the staffer, but I guarantee you
one thing, staffers who are devoted to
working on a subject to help a Member
of Congress often know more about
that topic than the Member of Con-
gress. That’s a fact. Many of them,
former aides and staffers, are hired to
work on this as well.

One of the former Members is former
Speaker of the House Dennis Hastert
who is working for the industry. An-
other is Senate majority leader and
GOP Presidential nominee Bob Dole.
Another one is former Senate majority
leader Trent Lott. Another is former
House majority leaders Dick Armey
and Dick Gephardt. Another is former
Appropriations chairman Bob Living-
ston and former Ways and Means chair
Bill Thomas. So they don’t have the
lightweights and the people who are
only here for a few weeks, they have
the big heavy hitters here to try to
persuade Members of Congress with
their former colleagues that the bill
needs to reflect what Wall Street
wants.

Madam Speaker, that is why we are
here tonight talking about Wall Street
reform, who is involved, whose inter-
ests are at stake. Mostly the American
people’s interests are at stake, and
they need to get well versed on what
this bill is all about. I am going to talk
about that in a moment.

The fact is that the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce spent about $3 million on
advertising, including commercials

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

slamming the creation of a Federal
Consumer Protection Agency. That is
unfortunate. Why would any good lend-
er who is trying to offer a good product
at a fair price be attacking consumer
protection? I thought the customer was
always right and you wanted to make
sure that the customer was always
happy so you would get return busi-
ness. Why would anybody be afraid of a
consumer protection agency that is
going to look out for consumers? In
fact, I would think industry would be
happy about that. The fact is, though,
a lot of mishandling of consumers hap-
pened. I will talk about that in a mo-
ment as well. That is why we need a
consumer protection agency. It is very,
very interesting that some of these
folks want to stop that.

The National Automobile Dealers As-
sociation, and I am a big fan of auto-
mobile dealers, but the fact is that
they contributed $3 million to Federal
candidates in the 2008 election cycle,
encouraging dealers to make hundreds
of telephone calls to House Members
and secure an exemption from the
CFPA.

The hedge fund lobby, which calls
itself the Managed Funds Association,
doubled its spending during the last
few months of 2009, according to data
recently released by the Federal Elec-
tion Commission. So the Managed
Funds Association, which is the hedge
fund 1lobby, strategically sprinkled
more than a million around Wash-
ington in the fourth quarter, compared
to just $520,000, a little more than half,
spent during the same period in 2008.
The fact is $25 million has been spent
on TV ads about Wall Street and finan-
cial reform since January. You prob-
ably saw some of them yourself.

So with that, we know what we are
up against. We know what we are deal-
ing with. Wall Street reform is nec-
essary. Wall Street itself is galvanized
and fighting back hard to try to pro-
tect its interests, not the American
public’s interests. So it is important to
talk to the American people at this
point about what really is in financial
reform. What does financial reform
contain? What is it about? What’s in
there? That is the question. The an-
swer is simply this: Wall Street reform
is a simple solution to a complex prob-
lem and it simply addresses the worst
problems associated with the financial
breakdown of the last few years.

Let me just talk about the bill, what
it is about and some of the key fea-
tures that we will see with financial re-
form. Financial reform quite simply
addresses certain elements of the fi-
nancial system and addresses them to
make sure that they don’t go haywire
and harm consumers.

The first thing I want to talk about
is the Consumer Financial Products
Agency. The Consumer Financial Prod-
ucts Agency, Madam Speaker. One
more time. The Consumer Financial
Products Agency is what I want to talk
about right now.

What this is is an agency which col-
lects the power of seven other agencies
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and concentrates it into one agency
and says to that one agency: It is your
job to protect the American consumer
from dangerous financial products like
predatory loans and like predatory
credit cards and predatory payday
lenders and people who would basically
rob you of your middle class life-style.
That is their job.

They have basically three things that
they work on. The Consumer Financial
Products Agency has three powers that
they can exert, and it is not passed yet,
but many of us are working hard on it.

One power it has, it has the power to
do examinations, to say to a financial
firm, hey, we want to look over what
you’re doing to make sure you’re doing
it fairly. They have that power to
knock on the door and say, Are you
doing the right thing? And if you’re
doing the right thing, you have little
to worry about. But if you’re selling fi-
nancial products that are dangerous to
consumers, you might have to worry.

Another power they have is enforce-
ment. Whether it is rules, truth in
lending, or some other law or act that
is designed to protect consumers, this
agency has the power to go in and say,
You are selling a product where the
terms and conditions are tricky and
confusing and you cannot do that any
more.

Let me give you an example. Let’s
just say I went and got a credit card
and I had a 30-page contract associated
with that credit card. And in that con-
tract, you know, I can’t read it, it’s all
legalese. It’s too difficult to under-
stand. I can tell you, I am a lawyer by
trade. I practiced law for 16 years be-
fore I got this job. I have looked
through some of these credit card con-
tracts and can’t make heads or tails of
them. I know a lot of people who get
credit cards, they are trusting that
somebody somewhere is making sure
that they are getting a fair product.
Well, that someone, if we pass this bill,
will be the Consumer Financial Prod-
ucts Agency.

Rather than taking the real informa-
tion that you need, which is the real
interest rate you are going to pay, the
time you have to pay, the fees that
might be associated if you have a de-
fault, meaning you are late on your
credit card, and putting them way in
the back of the credit card application,
hidden up behind a bunch of legalese so
they can say, ‘“Well, we told them.”
Because sometimes it is not that they
don’t tell you, it is they simply drown
you with so much information you
can’t make heads or tails of this thing.
The Consumer Financial Products
Agency would have the power to say,
You have to state the terms and condi-
tions on one page in a clear way so peo-
ple can make a decision whether they
want your product or not, and they
know exactly what they are getting
themselves into. So that is the enforce-
ment power.

Another power they have will be
something called rulemaking. When
Congress passes laws, sometimes there
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is a lot of space between the laws.
What I mean by that is the law will say
generally make sure that interest rates
are reasonable; make sure that the
date on which a payment is due is
clearly stated.

Well, the Federal agency may have
the power to say exactly what is re-
quired, and so the rules are important
and the Financial Products Agency
will have rulemaking ability, too. So
they will be able to enforce the laws as
they exist, promulgate rules to protect
consumers, and do examinations to
make sure that people are doing what
they are supposed to do.

Now some people may say examina-
tions, that might be kind of intrusive.
Well, let me ask you this question: if
somebody was doing an examination on
Bernie Madoff, wouldn’t that have been
a good thing? If somebody said Bernie,
open up the books and let me see what
is going on.

Let me tell you, today’s too-intrusive
examination may be tomorrow’s salva-
tion of the financial system. So it is a
good thing. The Consumer Financial
Products Agency, it will be the agency
that is there to look out after con-
sumers. Right now we have it all
spread out. The Fed has a little bit of
responsibility. The Office of Thrift Su-
pervision has a little bit of responsi-
bility. The Comptroller of the Currency
has a little bit of responsibility. The
FTC, the Federal Trade Commission,
has a little bit of responsibility. And it
is all kind of spread out.

So what happens when Mom says to
her five kids, clean the kitchen? And
then she comes back from where she
has been and the kitchen is still dirty.
All of them say: I thought the other
one was going to do it. That is how
these things work. When you have dis-
persed responsibility, you also have
dispersed action. So the best thing to
do is to say, I want you to do it on this
date. Then you have accountability. So
we are going to take all of this respon-
sibility for consumer protection and
take it from all of these agencies and
put it into one agency.

Some people will say, KEITH, don’t
you think that consumer protection
should remain under the Federal Re-
serve Bank? That is where most of it is
now; and you know what, they didn’t
do a good job. They were late on every-
thing. They were slow on everything.
In fact, in 1994—and I bet some people
watching this broadcast right now,
Madam Speaker, were not even born in
1994—the Congress passed a law that
said, Federal Reserve Bank, you can
enforce the law and protect consumers
from tricky terms and conditions in
mortgage lending. You can do some-
thing about tricky terms and condi-
tions in mortgage lending. And you
know exactly what the Fed did about
it: Nothing. They didn’t do anything.
They did almost nothing.
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They did almost nothing. As a mat-
ter of fact, it was 2006 and 2007 when
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they issued guidance on mortgage lend-
ing and the terms and conditions that
we now know as predatory lending. It
was even after that that they came
with some guidance on the issue of
credit cards.

So the Federal Reserve was given the
power. They didn’t use it, and we
should take it from them. In my view,
it’s important to focus on this issue be-
cause the Federal Reserve already has
its hands full dealing with monetary
policy. The Federal Reserve Bank has a
few important things they have to do.
They have to control the money supply
and make sure that the economy has
enough liquidity so that people can get
loans and gain capital for their busi-
nesses and so forth, and it also has the
responsibility to make sure that the
economy doesn’t overheat and have in-
flation. So that’s enough for them to
deal with.

I don’t think it’s the right idea to
say, Oh, also do consumer protection,
because when consumer protection is
shoved in there, too, what ends up
being the last thing looked at? Well,
consumer protection. So consumer pro-
tection is important all on its own, and
there should be somebody whose job it
is to focus on consumer protection. So
that is one of the key features and one
of the most important things that the
financial services bill will protect.

Let me also move on to talk about
another key feature of the financial re-
form bill, and that is putting an end to
too-big-to-fail firms. Now, if a bank or
a financial firm or a bank holding com-
pany is too big to fail, and if they get
themselves in trouble, then all of us
have to dig into the taxpayers’ money
to, what, bill them out. So any firm
that is too big to fail is too big to
exist. Any firm that is too big to fail
and too big to have to deal with what
happens when you make bad decisions
in the marketplace shouldn’t be
around.

But sometimes we have to—we had to
bail out these firms. Why? Because if
they fail, they have all kinds of credi-
tors, banks to whom they owe money.
And then if they can’t pay those folks,
then those people who may have bor-
rowed money can’t pay the people who
they owe. And if we had just allowed
these banks to fail, it would have set
off a ripple effect throughout the econ-
omy that could be in the proportions of
the Great Depression. So it wouldn’t
have been responsible to let banks fail.

We know that the one bank that did
fail, Lehman Brothers, caused serious
and catastrophic losses throughout the
whole world, not just the TUnited
States. Even my own State of Min-
nesota, their board of investment, their
investment board lost about $568 million
from Lehman Brothers’ failing.

So the fact is that if we have a too-
big-to-fail system, what that means is
that the big banks can engage in haz-
ardous, risky behavior, because they
know at the end of the day, the Amer-
ican taxpayer is going to ride in to the
rescue for them. And this is bad for our
economy, bad for everybody else.
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But the other thing wrong with too
big to fail is it’s not fair to smaller
players in the market who provide
choice, who provide competition, and
who live by the decisions that they
make. Because if some firms are too
big to fail, then some other firms are
too small to save. Is that fair?

So, for example, if I'm a huge bank
like Citibank and I make some deci-
sions that are poor ones and I start suf-
fering the consequences of those deci-
sions, then I'm going to get saved be-
cause I'm big. But if X, Y, Z commu-
nity bank in Minneapolis makes bad
decisions, they get dissolved. That is
what FDIC is for, the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation.

So we can’t be in this situation. If
we’re going to have a mixed economy
where we have government regulation
and a free market together, we can’t
have a system where being big and
making improper decisions and making
risky decisions which costs your busi-
ness its solvency, you’re going to get
bailed out, but the smaller ones, they
just have to go suffer and deal with
what sometimes is referred to as ‘“‘mar-
ket discipline,” meaning out of busi-
ness.

So this too-big-to-fail thing, we have
to do something about it. And what we
do and what financial reform does is to
say, Okay, we’re going to have what’s
called a resolution fund, a resolution
fund. What is a resolution fund? Well, a
resolution fund is to resolve, is to close
down, shut down, chop up, sell off, and
end a firm that is systemically con-
nected—a too-big-to-fail firm but has
done things that are risky, and if they
were to fall, they wouldn’t be able to
meet their creditor obligations, and
their creditors would not be able to
meet their obligations, and those folks
wouldn’t be able to make their obliga-
tions, and we would have a collapse in
the system. So what we say is, look,
these big firms have to pay into a fund
on the front end, which then, if one of
them fails, that fund would be the one
to pay creditors so that the whole mar-
ket doesn’t fall, not the American tax-
payer.

It’s very similar to how the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation works
right now. I think the FDIC, if you
have a deposit—money in a bank—
you’re insured up to about $250,000 of
your money. You know that if this
bank goes down, you’re not because
there’s the FDIC.

Now, the FDIC says, if a bank goes
down, the citizens—the depositor’s not
going to go down because we have the
FDIC. But what if a big bank goes
down and they owe money all around
and, if they can’t pay the people who
they owe, then those people can’t pay
the people who they owe, and the next
thing you know, the whole economy’s
going down? No, these people will be
paid out of a fund which will then chop
them up and will pay the creditors, and
then they will be done and over with.

Now, some people argue that there
should be a fund after the bank has



H3256

failed, after there’s been a too big to
fail fall. In my opinion, that’s not a
good idea because, if a huge system-
ically large bank fails, it is going to
have an impact on the market. It will
drive the market down, and we’ll be
trying to collect money from people
who didn’t mess up after they have less
money. And I think that’s a huge mis-
take, but that is another point of view
people have been sharing.

The fact is we need to have an
antibailout fund, which is a fund that
calls for a resolution of these system-
ically large firms when they make big
mistakes and don’t do the right thing
that they should do for their deposi-
tors, for their shareholders, or for any-
body else.

So we’ve talked a little bit about too
big to fail. Now let’s talk about mort-
gage reform and predatory lending.
Many of you would like to Kknow,
Where did this whole problem start? It
started in the consumer sector, and the
consumer sector is where we need to
address our energy. The mortgage re-
form and antipredatory lending section
of this bill is to stop predatory and ir-
responsible mortgage loan practices.

It might shock Americans to know
that, despite 2.8 million foreclosures
last year, Congress has yet to pass an
antipredatory lending bill. Many
States have. My State of Minnesota
has. But Congress has not yet passed
such a bill. That will be part of finan-
cial reform as well.

There will be tough new rules on
risky practices, practices like, if you
buy a mortgage, no-doc and low-doc
loans. That means that they don’t try
to find out whether you can pay the
loan before you have to pay it back.
They just loan you the money and may
not even get documentation and may
not even get proper information before
they loan you money.

Now, these days, credit is tight, and
people can’t even hardly remember
when money was flowing so freely. You
may think to yourself, Why would
somebody lend money unless they
knew somebody was going to be able to
pay it back? The reason is they would
take that mortgage, which is docu-
mentation, paper, and they would sell
that paper, and that would be
securitized on the secondary market.
So if I know that I can sell you a mort-
gage today and then take that stream
of income that’s supposed to come my
way because I have loaned you that
money and then sell it to somebody
else, I don’t really have to worry. It’s
almost like, as long as you’re not the
guy who is without a chair when the
music stops, you just keep on going
around in that game of musical chairs.

So we’re going to have some rules to
stop this practice to make sure that
these risky practices don’t continue.
We’re going to have rules in this bill,
Wall Street reform, to curtail excessive
speculation and derivatives and grow-
ing use of unregulated credit default
swaps. And I want to talk about what
a credit default swap is in a little
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while, but now I just want to talk
about mortgage reform. We’re going to
require investment advisers to act for
the benefit of the client under the law,
exercising the highest care involved.

I have been joined by my friend from
Florida, ALAN GRAYSON, who I think is
here for another hour but is always
welcome to join in on the conversation
with me. So I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. GRAYSON. Would the gentleman
be so kind as to yield the podium to
me? I would like to speak from the lec-
tern, if that’s okay with you. Do you
mind? Can we switch places for a few
minutes?

Mr. ELLISON. That’s fine. Come on
down.

Mr. GRAYSON. I want to thank the
gentleman for yielding his time tempo-
rarily and thank the gentleman for
bringing up the important subject of
the day, which is financial reform in
America.

I want to thank the gentleman for
this opportunity to talk about one of
the key elements of financial reform in
both the House bill and the now-de-
bated Senate bill, which is auditing the
Federal Reserve. And I want to con-
gratulate the gentleman and, in fact,
everyone in America because you now
own a hotel chain. Congratulations.
It’s this one right here. You own the
Red Roof Inn.

Now, I know what you’re thinking.
You’re thinking, That’s funny. I don’t
remember buying the Red Roof Inn.
But the Federal Reserve Bank, in its
wisdom, has done it for you. The Fed-
eral Reserve Bank has seen to it that
you have the pleasure of ownership of
this delightful chain of hotels that ex-
tends from sea to shining sea. You,
America, you are now the owners of
the Red Roof Inn chain. Congratula-
tions.

Let me explain to you how that hap-
pened. Deep in the midst of ancient his-
tory, going all the way back to 2007, a
foreign company decided they wanted
to do a leveraged buyout of the Red
Roof Inn chain. So they turned to Wall
Street, and Wall Street in its magical
ability came up with the money, $500
million, to do that. And part of that
money, $186 million, came from enti-
ties that were formed strictly for the
purpose of providing money so that
somebody could end up controlling the
Red Roof Inn other than the people
who originally owned it. These for-
eigners were able to prevail on Wall
Street to come up with the financing
to buy the Red Roof Inn.

Now, at that point, the question was
who was actually going to come up
with the money, $186 million. The an-
swer was Wall Street was going to find
some sucker, some fool that would be
willing to take $186 million out of his
or her pocket and put it into the pock-
ets of this management company, for-
eign owners. The problem was an
earthquake hit Wall Street in 2008 be-
fore they could execute on this deal
and hand this liability off to John Q.
Public, and this financial hurricane
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that hit Wall Street prevented them
from executing on their plan. They had
to find some way to come up with
somebody, some sucker who would
take over the liability for this $186 mil-
lion loan, secured only by this modest
hotel chain of limited profitability
being sucked dry already by its foreign
owners.

So they looked around, and at this
point, Bear Stearns was responsible for
this. So Bear Stearns looked and
looked and looked, tried to find some-
body silly enough, unwise enough to
stick this $186 million liability to, and
then Bear Stearns, itself, went kaput,
taken over by JPMorgan. JPMorgan
moved in with the help of the Federal
Reserve. The Federal Reserve arranged
so JPMorgan could take over Bear
Stearns’ liabilities in general, but
there were some liabilities that were so
odorous, so awful that JPMorgan just
wouldn’t take them over even though
the Federal Reserve was stuck with the
liability for the great majority of those
assets, and those became the Maiden
Lane assets. And among those assets,
the absolute dead loser assets, the as-
sets that nobody in their right mind
would want, the assets that were so
terrible that JPMorgan wouldn’t take
them from Bear Stearns’ pocket, from
Bear Stearns’ dead pocket even if the
Federal Reserve was willing to pay for
it, among those assets was the Red
Roof Inn. And who ended up with that?
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That’s right, the Federal Reserve
Bank—you know, that organization
that dictates the money supply in this
country, the organization that has this
magical ability to make money out of
nothing—they simply make notations
on their records, and magically, they
have more money than they had the
day before. The Federal Reserve Bank
decided that they would assume re-
sponsibility for a $186 million loan to a
hotel chain. The Federal Reserve be-
came the sucker of last resort, and in
doing so, the Federal Reserve made
you—you, America—the sucker of last
resort.

Let’s move on.

After 2008, pretty much nothing hap-
pened, because nobody knew about it.
Nobody even knew what was inside the
Maiden Lane LLC pot. Nobody knew it
was the Red Roof Inn or anything else.
Nobody knew. Why is that? Because we
don’t audit the Federal Reserve Bank.
All they had to do was come up with a
line on their balance sheet that read
““Maiden Lane LLC,” and for 2 years,
nobody knew what the heck was in it.

Then after enormous political pres-
sure from Congress and from this en-
tire country, the Federal Reserve gave
us a list of assets and what they called
“‘notional value” for those assets. You
know, when you can make money,
when you can create it, when you can
just make it appear, everything is no-
tional. Everything is notional. That’s
all there is.

Among those things that the tax-
payers now have responsibility for
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through the Federal Reserve, as we
found out at the beginning of this year,
is this wonderful, enormously valu-
able—at least they want you to think
this—chain of hotels called the Red
Roof Inn. It stretches all the way from
California to Maine. In fact, one of the
properties happens to be the Red Roof
Inn Convention Center property right
in Orlando, right in my district. I am
so proud. I think I'll stop by there and
ask for a free room.

So what happened then?

Well, what do you think? It went
bad—it went really sour—because,
right now, it’s not such a good time for
the hotel industry. They leveraged the
business to the hilt. They leveraged it
up to here—a half a billion dollars—
from a series of properties that barely
made any money in great times, and
now, as you may have noticed, it’s not
so great times.

So what happened is very simple.
They are not paying on the debt. What
was debt is now equity because when a
company goes bankrupt and when it
can’t pay its creditors the creditors
take over.

Interestingly enough, the Wall Street
Journal reported just 2 weeks ago that
the major creditors of the Red Roof Inn
are moving in. They’re saying they’re
not getting their money from this
hotel chain. So the two other entities
that put up the money to do this lever-
aged buyout to this foreign group are
moving in. They’re taking the hotels
over.

They went to Citibank, and they
asked, Citibank, what are you doing?
They said, Well, we’re working it out
with them. We’re moving in. We’re tak-
ing over the hotels.

They went to the third entity, and
they asked the third entity, What are
you doing? Well, we’re trying to work
it out with them, but we’re taking over
the hotels. That’s the collateral.

Not a single word from the Federal
Reserve. Not one single word. Wouldn’t
it be nice to know what happened to
the $186 million that they put up? We
don’t know because we don’t audit the
Federal Reserve, so we can’t know.
There is no way to know right now.
The Federal Reserve may be, for all we
know, letting these other sharks, these
other Wall Street sharks—Citibank and
the other entities—move in and take
over all of these hotels. Maybe they’re
doing nothing to defend the right of
the taxpayers to these assets. We don’t
know. We just don’t know because we
don’t audit the Federal Reserve.

So, America, congratulations. You
own a hotel chain. In fact, if you keep
this up, America, you’ll own a whole
bunch of hotel chains because it turned
out that of the Maiden Lane LLC pot of
money that the Federal Reserve as-
sumed liability for 86 percent of that is
called the hospitality business. So,
America, before long, take a look.
You’ll have enough to put a hotel on
Marvin Gardens, on Park Place and
probably on Boardwalk, too. You’ll
own all of the hotels in America. Isn’t
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that something? Isn’t that something?
You didn’t even know it.

But look. That’s not all the Federal
Reserve has put up. The Federal Re-
serve has put up a half a trillion dol-
lars in mortgage-backed securities.
What are ‘‘mortgage-backed securi-
ties”’? They are securities backed by
mortgages. They are securities backed
by homes.

So guess what, America? Before long,
not only will you be owning hotel
chains around this country, but you
will be owning houses, too—maybe
your neighbors’ houses, maybe your
own houses. Though, not exactly, be-
cause, you see, when the Federal Re-
serve owns an asset, you don’t exactly
own it. In fact, since we don’t audit the
Federal Reserve, you don’t own it at
all. You have no control over it. Actu-
ally, what is happening is that when
these mortgages go bad the Federal Re-
serve owns your home, and if you can’t
make the payments, the Federal Re-
serve becomes your landlord.

So isn’t that interesting?

For all of this time, we’ve been hear-
ing about socialism, communism,
about the creeping government control
of our economy, how we shouldn’t have
the government owning GM, how we
shouldn’t have the government owning
major banks. It has been happening by
stealth because we don’t audit the Fed-
eral Reserve. How else could it possibly
be that we could end up owning a hotel
chain and not even know about it?

If you are concerned about socialism
in this country, if you are concerned
about communism, about government
control, let’s audit the Federal Re-
serve, and let’s find out once and for all
who owns the hotels, who owns the
houses. This wild beast that creates
money out of nothing and jams it into
the pockets of special interests like
Maiden Lane, like Bear Stearns, like
JPMorgan, and like all of their friends,
let’s put them under some degree of re-
straint before it all comes crashing
down—these hotels, these houses—be-
fore it all comes crashing down on us.
Every time the Federal Reserve makes
that money, every time they do that,
every time they create that dollar by
their magic, they are taking the dollar
that is in your pocket, and they are
making it cheaper—worthless.

Mr. ELLISON. Okay. Let me reclaim
my time now.

Mr. GRAYSON. If the gentleman
would yield, let me say one last word:
audit the Federal Reserve.

Thank you very much.

Mr. ELLISON. Let me just add that
the gentleman’s presentation is not a
part of the Progressive hour. I thought
we were going to talk about financial
reform. I’'m not going to yield back to
the gentleman right now, but I thank
the gentleman for his presentation. I
thought it was informative. Certainly,
it is part and parcel of this whole dia-
logue, of this national debate we’re
having about financial reform. Cer-
tainly, getting to the bottom of our fi-
nancial situation in America is impor-
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tant. We need to find out all we can
about what happens with our banking
system, and the Federal Reserve is also
extremely important.

So I was talking about the impor-
tance of the bill. First, I talked about
the Consumer Financial Products
Agency. I moved on to discuss further
the regulations that would take place
in mortgages, so we would focus on
making sure that mortgages which are
poorly underwritten and which are
then sold into the secondary market
will be something financial reform will
stop. We’ll bring that to a close.

Let me now move on to another ele-
ment of the financial meltdown which
will be addressed by this important fi-
nancial reform: irresponsible com-
pensation practices. The fact is that
one of the things we have seen in this
whole financial meltdown is that not
only have Americans been losing their
homes—2.8 million foreclosures last
year—but we’ve been seeing some of
the most outrageous compensation
from the financial services industry
itself, with much of the compensation
emerging from the very firms that the
American people came together to bail
out in the first place.

The financial reform bill addresses
perverse pay practices that encourage
executives to take excessive risks. If
an executive can engage in a practice
that is risky and bad for the firm and
then can get paid a lot for it and can
end up making money, they get the
money. Yet, if they don’t make any
money and drive a firm into the ground
and hurt the depositors and creditors
in the process, they still make a lot of
money. This is not a good practice. So
financial reform talks about executive
compensation. It discourages execu-
tives who take excessive risks at the
expense of their companies, of their
shareholders, of their employees, and
ultimately, of the American taxpayers.

For the first time ever, shareholders
of publicly traded companies will have
an annual, nonbinding say-on-pay vote
on compensation packages and on gold-
en parachutes for top executives. If you
look at the history of Merrill Lynch,
this is a company that basically ca-
reened into the ground and ended up
being in such a financial state of af-
fairs that it was either going to go
under or it was going to be bought. It
ended up being bought by Bank of
America, but the CEO who was guiding
that company ended up leaving with
$150 million of compensation. This is
not only an affront to the hardworking
American people, but it also sets up
perverse incentives, the wrong incen-
tives, for people who are at the head of
these firms so that they can’t make
good decisions and do the right thing
by American companies.

The bill also requires financial firms
with at least $1 billion in assets to dis-
close to Federal regulators any incen-
tive-based compensation structures.
Federal regulators will then be author-
ized to ban any inappropriate or risky
compensation practices that pose a
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threat to the financial system and to
the broader economy. The legislation
also comes in response to a broad con-
sensus among many leading financial
experts, including Paul Volcker and
others, who believe that compensation
structures played a role in the finan-
cial crisis of last year.

I also want to talk about investor
safeguards. One of the things that fi-
nancial reform will bring forward are
safeguards for people who invest. Now,
some people might say, you know, I
don’t trade stocks, but if you have a
401(k) or if you have a pension, you ac-
tually do so indirectly. As a matter of
fact, recent events, such as the massive
$65 billion—with a ‘‘b”’—Madoff Ponzi
scheme and the $8 billion Stanford fi-
nancial investment fraud, highlight the
need for comprehensive reforms of the
regulatory system that failed so many
investors.

To better safeguard investors in the
future, the bill will enhance the SEC’s
enforcement powers and funding by
doubling its authorized funding over 5
years. That means it is going to have
more people to do the job—more polic-
ing, more cops on the beat. This will
enable the SEC to obtain the tools
needed to better protect investors and
police today’s markets.

The financial reform bill will also
create a whistleblower bounty program
with incentives to identify wrongdoing
in our securities markets and with re-
wards for individuals whose tips lead to
successful enforcement actions. With a
bounty program, we will effectively
have more cops on the beat for security
regulation. The failure to detect the
Madoff and the Stanford financial
frauds demonstrate deep deficiencies in
our existing securities regulatory
structure. The bill also calls for an
independent, comprehensive study of
the entire securities industry to iden-
tify reforms and to force the SEC and
other entities to improve investor pro-
tection.

The Madoff fraud also revealed that
the public company accounting over-
sight board lacked the powers it needed
to examine the auditors of brokers and
dealers. In addition, it exposed the
fault of the Security Investor Protec-
tion Act, SIPA, and the law that re-
turns money to customers of insolvent,
fraudulent broker-dealers. The bill
closes these loopholes, and it fixes
these shortcomings. So investor pro-
tection is an important part of finan-
cial regulatory reform—reforming Wall
Street.

So whether we’re dealing with too
big to fail, whether we’re dealing with
exploitive and abusive predatory lend-
ing practices, whether we’re addressing
issues with regard to investors or
whether we’re addressing other mar-
kets and consumer protection in gen-
eral, this financial reform bill is impor-
tant. It is important for people to
know what good it is going to do them
and the difficulties that it will present
in the future for people who want to
keep the status quo.
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As for the people who want to keep
the status quo, we have already talked
about them. There are massive
amounts of money being spent to stop
regulatory reform. What we need is
real reform, consumer protection and
financial stability. We need a dissolu-
tion authority for too-big-to-fail
banks. We need executive compensa-
tion reform, say-on-pay. We need inves-
tor protections, and we need something
called ‘‘regulation of derivatives.”’

Now, when AIG first hit the news, a
lot of people were asking, What is a
“derivative’”’? AIG, American Insurance
Group, is a huge insurance company. A
unit of this huge insurance company
actually was issuing these derivatives
known as credit default swaps. In sim-
ple language, a ‘‘credit default swap’’ is
like insurance. It’s not insurance, but
it’s kind of like it. What it means is
that you can buy it as sort of like an
insurance policy if the value of interest
you expected to receive or the value of
the bond is not coming back to you in
the way that you thought. So you
could buy credit default swaps. If the
value of this mortgage-backed security
drops, then I am going to collect on an
insurance policy that can cover me if
this happens.

The only problem is that I say it’s
like insurance, but it’s not. If it were
insurance, you would have an insur-
ance regulator who would require that
the company would have to have
enough capital in its books to cover
losses and claims based on losses.
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But in this particular situation, that
kind of reform was not in place. That
kind of regulatory control was not in
place. So when mortgage-backed secu-
rities began to decline and people who
bought credit default swaps to hedge
the risk against them, those people
came to make claims, and AIG did not
have the money to meet those obliga-
tions, which then put the United States
taxpayer on the hook, and now we own
essentially AIG as well.

This is not a good thing. The market
is not supposed to operate like that.
And derivative reform is an important
part of what we need. Derivatives are
an important financial instrument.
They will be traded on an open market;
and whenever they are not or are not
amenable to be traded on an open ex-
change, they will be required to be re-
ported to the authorities so that there
is some transparency and some real in-
formation about what is going on in
the derivatives market.

—————
THE FINANCIAL BAILOUT BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, it
has been an interesting week. It’s been
an interesting time. And there are
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things that we agree on between our
parties.

I heard my friends across the aisle
talking about we need to have an audit
of the Federal Reserve, and that is cer-
tainly something that I agree with and
everybody on my side I know agrees
with. We ought to have an audit of the
Federal Reserve. As Newt Gingrich has
said repeatedly, if transparency is good
enough for the CIA, it ought to be good
enough for the Federal Reserve. We
need to know what they are commit-
ting us to. We need to know what
they’re doing, how much trouble are
they getting us in. Those are things
that need to be known. So I am de-
lighted to hear my friends across the
aisle join us in our cry for an audit of
the Federal Reserve.

The difference between friends on
this side and friends across the aisle is
that my friends across the aisle have
the numbers, they have the power to
get an audit done of the Federal Re-
serve. There are a number of things
that can be done when you control the
House and the Senate and the White
House. And even if the White House
doesn’t agree, which they very well
may not because of all the shenanigans
that have been going on in the finan-
cial realm, the Congress still controls
the purse strings. And there are things
that can be done in this House and
down the hall in the Senate that would
bring this to a head and would have the
Federal Reserve crying uncle, uncle,
all right, we will go ahead and allow
the audit. It ought to be done. Enough
of the shenanigans, blaming one side or
the other.

Well, the majority party has such a
massive majority, it’s a real easy thing
to get done, and I would be delighted if
we had colleagues across the aisle that
would come together with us on this
side and require that audit of the Fed-
eral Reserve so we would know what
has actually been going on so we could
set some goals and go about fixing this
economy, fixing this broken financial
system so we could get it back on a
road that makes some sense.

Now, I have heard my friends across
the aisle talking down here today and
as well yesterday evening about the fi-
nancial bailout, and I was rather dis-
appointed. I know some, like my friend
MARCY KAPTUR, have been adamant
about the problems going on in the fi-
nancial system going back to the fall
of 2008. And she and I, there are many
things we don’t agree on, but we are
both for complete transparency—she
has been there all along—and demand-
ing full responsibility and account-
ability in the financial sector. And I
have been so pleased with things she
said in the last couple of years on this
issue since the TARP bailout in Sep-
tember, October of 2008.

But then hearing other colleagues
across the aisle talk about Republicans
are trying to stop financial reform be-
cause Republicans are so closely
aligned with Wall Street? I mean, that
theme has been played long and loud
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for years. And the Heritage Foundation
finally had enough and said let’s see
what the truth is. So they did some re-
search. And the fact is anybody in
America can go on Huffington Post or
look at some of these Web sites where
you find out who contributed to what,
and you find out the real truth. And
the real truth is that Wall Street do-
nates to the Democratic Party and to
now President Obama about four to one
over the Republicans.

Now, you can go to Goldman Sachs
and find an officer who has made a
maximum donation to Senator Obama
and a maximum donation to Senator
McCAIN; but you do a little more re-
search and you check that address and
you find out, well, gee, the wife and all
the children, though, made maximum
donations to Senator Obama and to the
Democratic Party. And you find out,
gee, there is a financial link here that
there have been completely misleading
statements about for years. And the
truth is now in black and white. Let’s
forget the misleading statements about
who is in bed with whom and just fol-
low the money, and that’s all you have
to do. And you find out in some cases
some of the Wall Street firms, it may
be three to one, some it may be five to
one, but average about four to one do-
nations from Wall Street firms to the
Democratic candidates, including Sen-
ator Obama, now President Obama.

So once you know that is the rela-
tionship that exists financially and has
for years, then it causes you to look at
all this talk about financial reform and
making these people accountable.
We’re going to bring them to bear.
We’re going to make them account for
all of these things, and we’re going to
make it so that they can’t do this and
they can’t do that. But once you know
that the people that are doing this so-
called financial reform, what amounts
to another bailout bill, once you know
that relationship, then you have to
look at the bill being proposed more
carefully.

Now, I know we have friends that
come here to the floor and, just like
they did on the ‘“‘crap and trade’ bill,
made statements on the floor that this
bill will not cause one single person to
lose their jobs, that this is going to be
a job creation bill. And they got their
talking points and they dutifully came
to the floor, and they talked about how
the crap and trade bill was going to be
so wonderful and it was going to create
jobs.

And I was able to come to this very
spot on the floor and pull out that bill.
Of course, we didn’t get that last 300
pages until—it seems like it was
around 3 in the morning or so. And
then actually we did not have a com-
plete bill when that bill passed. Up
there at the Clerk’s desk, I kept asking
for a copy of the full bill assimilated,
and we found out there wasn’t one. It
was in the process of being assimilated;
so nobody on this floor could see a
complete bill assimilated and know
what all it meant together. And yet
that got rammed through.
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But just on the original about a 1,000-
page crap and trade bill, if you went
back to 900-and-something in the
pages, I was able to point out there was
a fund there created in the bill that ob-
viously my colleagues were not aware
of because I know they wouldn’t come
down here and intentionally mislead
people, but whether it was the liberal
left wing groups that wrote that bill—
we know that we had a chairman or
two that said they didn’t know what
was in the bill even though it was com-
ing through their committee. Some-
body knew. So since it wasn’t the com-
mittee Chair, the Members of Congress
that were on the committee, since it
wasn’t Members on the floor because
they weren’t sure—they were making
statements about the bill like nobody
losing their job that obviously wasn’t
true because there was a fund created
that would pay people who lost their
jobs as a result of that bill.

So whatever liberal left wing group
or whatever special interest groups
wrote that bill for the Members of Con-
gress that was rushed in here, so much
of it, at 3 in the morning when people
couldn’t read the assimilated bill, who-
ever wrote that bill knew people would
be losing their jobs as a result of that
bill, pure and simple. They were losing
their jobs.

There was even a fund in there that
would provide some remuneration for
people who lost their jobs as a result of
the bill and had to move to follow the
job. But, unfortunately, in that bill,
the crap and trade bill, there was no
provision to pay for travel to India or
China or Argentina or the other places
that those jobs were going to likely be
going; so they weren’t going to be able
to follow the bills. The one good thing
for those who voted for that disastrous
bill here in the House is that I still feel
strongly that once people find out what
all was in that bill that they voted for,
then they will lose their jobs. Many of
them will lose their jobs in here as a
Member of the House as a result of that
bill. So it looks like the good news for
those that vote for the bill and lose
their job as a result of it is that there’s
a built-in provision that may provide
them with some compensation and
travel expense when they lose their job
as a result of voters finding out what
all is in that bill.

But that is the kind of thing we have
dealt with here, people meaning well,
getting their talking points, thinking
they were telling the truth, coming in
here and passionately proclaiming
what was put before them, but not
reading the bill. That is so important.
So when we apply this cynicism, once
you know that the people that are
pushing this bill are the ones that have
benefited four to one in contributions
from these very firms that will be so-
called ‘‘reformed,” then you take a
more skeptical look at what’s in the
bill and we get to find out a little bit
more about what is in it, because obvi-
ously some of my friends have not
looked at it thoroughly enough to
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know what is in it and to know that
it’s really not the financial reform bill
that they thought it was.

It’s more of a financial ‘‘deform’’ bill,
more of another bailout bill, or I would
say perhaps we could rename it the
Goldman Sachs monopoly bill. A friend
across the aisle had a blowup of some
of the monopoly pieces. It applies.
That’s a perfect, perfect display for
this financial bailout bill because it’s
going to allow certain firms to have
monopolies. This bill is going to create
some monopolies.
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One of the truths about this bill is
that there are backdoor bailouts. De-
spite the rhetoric, there are backdoor
bailouts in this financial deform bill,
or the Goldman Sachs monopoly bill.
The Dodd bill from the Senate, it codi-
fies these backdoor bailouts that were
used by the Federal Reserve to pump
money into Bear Stearns. It also was
used by the Federal Reserve to pump
money into AIG, into Fannie Mae, into
Freddie Mac.

And then this thing that troubles me
so deeply, systemic risk council. It’s in
the bill, a systemic risk council. I was
hoping 2 years ago, as we got into the
TARP business, and some of us actu-
ally read that disastrous bill and could
see that this was just not something
that should be done in America, some
of us hoped, well, since we have seen
that Secretary Paulson is completely
sold out to Goldman Sachs, it’s an ef-
fort to bail out the buddies at Goldman
Sachs, yes, we are bailing out AIG ap-
parently, he wanted to do that, and lo
and behold billions of dollars turn
around and go straight from AIG to
Goldman Sachs. So it did help his
friends. But some of us had hoped that
Mr. Bernanke might be the level head
in all of this.

But having been in meetings with
Mr. Bernanke, and having watched him
closely on television and read so many
of his comments, it appears that he has
been caught up as well in this power
grab, in this lofty ivory tower he has
been placed in with this incredible
amount of power without account-
ability. It was Stalin who said, ‘“With
power, dizziness.”” And we have seen
some of that dizziness in the way these
financial markets have been handled
by people at the top.

But it appears from the things Mr.
Bernanke has been saying that he has
bought in hook, line, and sinker into
this systemic risk business because he
could get to say, you know what, this
is who I’'m naming a systemic risk. And
when the Federal Government says
this firm or this bank, this company is
too big to fail, that means the Federal
Government will not let them fail.
That means they can go in the red and
run their competition out of business,
knowing the Federal Government will
not let them fail, but their competitors
don’t have that assurance.

That’s why you might as well call it
a monopoly bill, because it’s going to
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allow firms to become monopolies. And
we saw after the TARP firm, boy, Gold-
man Sachs got to be a bank in addition
to being everything else to all people.

One of the things that concerned me
as I read through the TARP bill, when
I got toward the end where it said that
it was raising the debt ceiling by $1.3
trillion, and we knew that it was a $700
billion bill, well, why would you need
to raise the debt ceiling $1.3 trillion if
it is a $700 billion bill? And of course
we know there was $100 billion added to
the bill in order to buy enough votes to
get it to pass. So it’s an $800 billion bill
and yet it raised the debt ceiling $1.3
trillion. Well, there’s a half a trillion
dollars there for some reason that was
built into that.

So I went back through and I reread
the bill, and I kept pleading and beg-
ging with other colleagues, Please, just
read the bill. You’ll see we don’t do
this in America. We don’t give one man
$700 billion and say, go play with it and
fix this and make us better. We never
have done that in America since we’ve
had a Constitution. With that quali-
fication.

There was a man in American history
that had that type of power that was
given by the Continental Congress by a
bill that was passed December 27, 1776.
His name was George Washington. This
was a humble man. This was a man
who made the statement, ‘‘People un-
used to restraint must be led. They will
not be drove.” And so like in the Battle
of Trenton or in that 1755 disastrous
ambush that the British walked into
and didn’t listen to Washington, who
was in his early twenties, we have seen
pictures over and over painted by those
there that Washington didn’t do as I
was taught in the Army, that com-
manders are normally supposed to stay
at the back and command from the
back and coordinate things. Wash-
ington in some of the worst battles
knew he needed to be out front so peo-
ple would see him and do the right
thing.

There was one soldier after the Bat-
tle of Trenton that wrote home talking
about how afraid he was with so many
people dying. He said, ‘“‘But when I saw
bullets flying around that priceless
head of our great general, encouraging
us as he went, sir, I thought not of my-
self.” Now that was a leader. Not Hank
Paulson we’re talking about. That’s
not a leader. We’re talking George
Washington.

And when the Continental Congress
was afraid that the people who had
signed up for 6 months’ enlistment
around July 4th, around the time of the
Declaration of Independence, when
their enlistment was coming up, they
got word these guys may not reenlist.
So they passed a bill basically giving
Washington the power to make what-
ever contract, pay whatever he needed
to pay. We didn’t have a Constitution
yet. But they knew this man and said,
“You fix it.”” And they sent a cover let-
ter that in essence was saying that we
know you well enough to know our lib-
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erty is not at risk. And when you have
no further need of this power, you’ll
give it back. And he did, like no man
has ever done before or since in his-
tory.

But in 1787 we got a Constitution.
Since that Constitution we have never
allowed one man to do what Hank
Paulson and now Tim Geithner are
being allowed to do, and with
Bernanke’s assistance. It’s a disaster.
Systemic risk council. We are going to
decide who wins and who loses in
America? And you want us on this side
of the aisle to vote for this bill? And
you call it a financial reform bill? It
isn’t. This is not reforming things.
This is taking us away from the free
market principles from which we have
been running for far too long.

That TARP bill took us away from it.
And some of us prayed that we would
have a chance to get back on track,
and we have run farther and farther.
And it gives no comfort when people on
the other side of the aisle say, well,
your President started this with a
TARP bailout. Yes, and it was wrong
then and it’s become even worse of a
nightmare.

Stop already. Return liberty and
freedom back to people. I'm not talk-
ing about unregulated financial mar-
kets. We have the regulations. Just
like we have regulations that would
have allowed the President, the execu-
tive branch, the administration to
monitor more carefully what was going
on in the Gulf of Mexico, to monitor
more carefully what Madoff was doing,
what Goldman Sachs was doing, how
the credit default swaps were allowed
to be insurance without putting money
in reserve to insure against that insur-
able event out there they were sup-
posed to be taking premiums for.

This is not a financial reform bill.
And to stand here on the floor and say
Republicans are standing in the way of
this, you betcha. I don’t want a Gold-
man Sachs monopoly bill being passed
into law and signed into law simply be-
cause they gave four to one more
money to the Democratic Party than
they did to the Republicans. I don’t
care if they gave four to one to Repub-
licans, it is wrong to give them the
kind of monopoly that they have been
given through TARP and in the year-
and-a-half since. It’s got to stop. And
this bill is not the bill that will do
that.

So don’t come to the floor and talk
about how this is going to reform
things and create accountability be-
cause it gives unrestricted leeway to
give any nonbank financial company
“too big to fail” status. What a dis-
aster for this society, for this incred-
ible gift of a country we have been
given.

Now we are not blessed in this body
and in this country because of what we
ourselves who stand as elected officials
today have done. We are not blessed be-
cause of what we have done. We have
been blessed because of the sacrifices of
the Founders and those over the years
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that worked so hard to make this coun-
try into the greatest Nation that has
ever existed in the history of mankind.
And now we have people that are peel-
ing back the very principles that made
this such an incredible place to get to
live in.

Well, let’s look some more at this fi-
nancial bailout bill, financial deform
bill, whatever you want to call it.
There is a 100 percent bailout for credi-
tors in this bill. So a failed firm’s
creditors and counterparties could re-
coup far more of their investment, po-
tentially 100 percent, than they would
if they went through a normal bank-
ruptcy proceeding.

We have seen enough of the corrup-
tion of the bankruptcy system. The
provision for the bankruptcy system
was put into the Constitution by those
people with such incredible foresight.
Unfortunately, it was into the early
1800s before they actually passed laws
creating the bankruptcy courts that al-
lowed people to avoid debtors’ prisons
like the financial backer of the Revolu-
tion, Mr. Morris.

But this bill that’s being touted as
such a great financial reform bill will
also allow the FDIC to guarantee debt
obligations of failing Wall Street firms
without limitation and without con-
gressional approval. You want us to
vote for a bill that allows debt guaran-
tees for failing Wall Street firms with-
out this body approving of them and
you call that a financial reform bill?

Also under this so-called financial re-
form bill, what’s really more of a finan-
cial deform bill, the Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized to purchase
debt without any limit. You know,
Washington gave back the power as
soon as the Revolution was won. Four
years later we got the Constitution,
and we have never allowed this kind of
insanity since then.

And yes, Secretary Paulson under a
Republican President created this mon-
strosity and bailed out his buddies ef-
fectively, but it’s got to stop. It’s got
to stop. And this bill is just more and
more and more of the same.

On May b, 2010—for people keeping
track that is yesterday—Freddie Mac
requested an additional $10.6 billion in
bailout funds. Between Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac, the taxpayers have al-
ready lost $126.9 billion bailing out
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. And now
it appears that is just bottomless. It’s
got to stop. Don’t ask us to come in
here and pass another further power
extension to those who are already
dizzy with too much power and no ac-
countability. It’s got to stop.

This financial so-called reform bill,
this Wall Street future bailout bill is a
disastrous mistake. And, heaven help
us, we should not pass this bill. We
have lost enough rights and power to
Wall Street already.

So I hope and pray this Day of Na-
tional Prayer that those who have been
getting the four to one contributions
over Republicans from Wall Street
firms will say, sorry, guys on Wall
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Street, we started playing this game
and saying Republicans are in bed with
you. Oh, yeah, yesterday one of our
friends across the aisle said that, gee,
these Wall Street firms are having
closed-door meetings with Republicans.
They may have been. And you can
imagine what’s being said. They’ve cut
their deals with the people that they’ve
been giving four to one to over Repub-
licans. They’ve cut their deal. They
know they are going to be sitting so
pretty, they’re going to have monopo-
listic ability like never before in his-
tory.
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So they want to meet privately with
Republicans and say, Look, you don’t
have to worry. We're really getting se-
rious oversight from these Democrats,
the ones we give four-to-one over Re-
publicans to. We’re really getting seri-
ous oversight here in this bill. We just
need you to come on board. No telling
what kind of things they’re telling Re-
publican Senators behind the scenes to
try to get them on board with this ter-
rible financial deform bill.

But let me point out something that
I did find as I went back through and
tried to figure out, well, where could
that other $500 billion, between the $800
billion designated in the TARP bill and
the amount that the debt limit was
raised, what loopholes may be in this
bill? As I went back through it, one of
the things I found was this provision.
The all caps title of this little section,
title 1, section 101(c)(1), Public Law
110-343. It says:

The Secretary is authorized to take
such actions as the Secretary deems
necessary to carry out the authorities
in this act, including, without limita-
tion, the following:

One, the Secretary shall have direct
hiring authority with respect to the
appointment of employees to admin-
ister this act;

Number two, entering into contracts,
including contracts for services author-
ized by section 3109 of title 5, United
States Code;

Number three, designating financial
institutions as financial agents of the
Federal Government. Such institutions
shall perform all reasonable duties re-
lated to this act as financial agents of
the Federal Government;

Four, in order to provide the Sec-
retary with the flexibility to manage
troubled assets in a manner designed to
minimize cost to taxpayers, estab-
lishing vehicles that are authorized
subject to supervision by the Secretary
to purchase, hold, and sell troubled as-
sets, issue obligations;

Five, issuing such regulations and
other guidance as may be necessary or
appropriate to define terms or carry
out the authority or the purposes of
this act.

Holy cow. What a blank check the
Secretary of the Treasury received.
When President Obama nominated
Timothy Geithner to be Secretary of
the Treasury, even though he signed
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and certified he would pay the taxes
that were designated 4 years in a row
and he couldn’t bring himself to actu-
ally pay those, he is in charge. We were
told at the time, Yes, but he worked so
closely with Paulson on the bailout
that he knows what needs to be done
and he will be able to continue the
same thing. Some of us said, That’s a
reason not to confirm the guy. Good
grief. But he has all this power.

Well, is it any wonder that the firm
that donated four-to-one to President
Obama and his party had the biggest
profit year in their history last year?
That’s right. Goldman Sachs, while the
rest of America has been hurting and
struggling, trying to get back on its
feet, Goldman Sachs is on its feet and
made a bigger profit than ever, which
brings me back to this.

So I have been trying to look for
things to see, well, they had the big-
gest profit year in history. Could that
be because the Federal Government is
paying them all this taxpayer money
to do the things that the Federal Gov-
ernment told America we will do, but
actually they farmed it out and paying
no telling how much money to Gold-
man Sachs to do this stuff?

Well, I did find one contract here—
this amended and restated investment
management agreement between the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York and
Goldman Sachs Asset Management.
The first whereas is: Whereas, the Open
Market Committee has approved the
purchase by the System Open Market
Account of Federal National Mortgage
Association (Fannie Mae), the Federal
Home Loan Mortgage Corporation
(Freddie Mac), and Government Na-
tional Mortgage Association (Ginnie
Mae). So they approved this deal, and
in the first paragraph it points out that
this is between the Federal Reserve
Bank of New York and Goldman Sachs
Asset Management, LP, designated as
manager.

Then you go through and find out
they’re appointed to manage, super-
vise, direct the investment portion and
appointed as the Federal Reserve Bank
of New York’s agent in fact. It’s just
amazing what all power they’re given
on behalf of the Federal Reserve Bank
of New York. It does point out that
they’re going to get some nice fees
here.

It says that this agent here, this
manager, can hire firms to help them
carry out their duties. But you have to
look at attachment C to see who on ex-
hibit C is authorized to act on behalf of
this manager, Goldman Sachs Manage-
ment, LP. So you flip over and you find
exhibit C to this agreement. Well, my
goodness, there’s Goldman Sachs &
Company is authorized counterparty to
act on behalf of Goldman Sachs Asset
Management, LP. Isn’t that wonderful.
Because they probably know each
other. Well, doesn’t that work out
well?

Those were good investments they
made in this last election, and yet peo-
ple still continue to come to this floor
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and talk about how Republicans are in
the pocket of Wall Street, even though
the Democrats received four-to-one
over the amount that the Republicans
got.

Well, I know there are people in this
body—it doesn’t matter what kind of
contributions they got—they’re going
to vote what is appropriate under their
conscience. Unfortunately, we’ve got
groups on Wall Street that are awfully
powerful in their persuasiveness and
convincing people that giving Goldman
Sachs their biggest profit year in the
Nation’s history, in their history, is
the thing that needs to be done. That’s
the kind of stuff we’re talking about.
And Republicans are getting blamed
for this, for trying to stand in the way
of more monopolies on Wall Street.

And if you look at the bailout of the
automotive industry with TARP
funds—and the truth is, I signed on to
all those letters where we said we
never intended for TARP to be used to
bailout the automotive industry. I
signed on to those because I agreed
that was not the intent. The trouble is
I read the bill, and so I knew that it
could be used for whatever the Sec-
retary of the Treasury wanted to use it
for, basically. Incredible power given
under that bill. And now we’re going to
follow that up with this new financial
deform bill, this new bailout bill.

That’s why you’ve seen Wall Street
firms sign on to this business of taking
out the $560 billion bailout fund. That’s
been done in the last few days. Why
would the Wall Street firms sign on to
that? Well, if you look at the bill, you
find out why. They’ve still got the po-
tential to be named as systemic risk by
the Systemic Risk Council, Mr.
Bernanke leading, and get too-big-to-
fail status.

And I heard my friends. I couldn’t
have agreed more when they said we
have got to stop this business of cre-
ating too big to fail. AIG should have
been allowed to file bankruptcy. That’s
what the bankruptcy laws were for.
They should have been allowed an op-
portunity to reorganize. Goldman
Sachs should have been given a chance
to reorganize under the bankruptcy
laws, not the way they were perverted
and destroyed and turned upside down
with regard to the automotive indus-
try, but followed the way they’re sup-
posed to be.

It didn’t happen with the automotive
industry, and it didn’t happen on Wall
Street, as it should have. The firms
should have been allowed to go through
and try to reorganize. The pain would
have been so much more quickly over
than when we exacerbate it. But for
folks to come in and say, I want to stop
this too-big-to-fail business, that’s why
we’ve got to pass this bill. They’ve got
to read the bill. It’s in there. It’s still
going to allow that to be going on. It’s
got to stop. It’s in the bill.

So you wonder why you have Repub-
licans standing in the way of the finan-
cial deform bill. Well, take out the
Systemic Risk Council, take out the
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too-big-to-fail designation, take out
the bailout for firms without going
through regular Dbankruptcy pro-
ceedings. Take that out. The auto-
motive industry should have showed us
that this is not what you do. You don’t
turn the law and the Constitution up-
side down.

People might wonder, Well, how
could that have happened? You’ve got
Congress, the executive branch, and
you’ve got the judiciary. These are sup-
posed to be checks and balances. But it
didn’t happen. The checks and balances
didn’t work. So you had an auto task
force that was appointed by the Presi-
dent. And then the auto task force met
in secret and refused to come up here
and tell Congress exactly what was
going on in those meetings. They said
later, Well, we didn’t really pick which
dealerships would go out of business.
We just told them, basically, how many
had to go out of business. Why? Why
was it their job?

When a firm, a company, an industry
goes through bankruptcy, an effort at
reorganization, you have to have a
plan. And the debtor can propose the
plan and you can have creditors come
in and propose plans. You have secured
creditors that come in and they get
first choice. That’s the law. That’s the
law as allowed under the Constitution.

We had an auto task force that put
together this plan, and they said, No,
we’re turning the law upside down. We
don’t care what the law says. So we’re
going to take the secured creditors and
we’re going to give them pennies on
the dollar for their secured claims, de-
spite the law saying they get first shot,
and unsecured creditors may get little
or nothing. They took the unions and
said, You know what? You're unsecured
under the law. You may get little or
nothing. And we made them like se-
cured creditors, the auto task force
did, so they own a big hunk of the com-
pany, just like the Federal Government
does.

You say, Well, how could that be?
Well, bankruptcy judges don’t sit for
life terms. They depend on the good
graces of others to appoint them so
they can continue to be bankruptcy
judges. And many of them aspire to be
district judges, where they have life-
time appointments. Who makes life-
time appointments of Federal judges?
The President does. So if you’re a
bankruptcy and you want to one day be
a Federal district judge with a lifetime
appointment and somebody from the
White House says, Here, sign this. It
will save you months of hearings, even
though the law requires them, and it
does kind of turn the Constitution up-
side down, but just sign here. Things
will be good for you in the future. Well,
that remains to be seen. But it sure
wasn’t good for the country.

Despite the head of GM going on TV
and saying, We paid back our loans,
with interest, ahead of time, I know ev-
erybody else in America who has loans
would love to have taxpayers loan you
money and then take taxpayer money
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to repay the loans. But to some of us,
that doesn’t really feel like a clean
payback of this little area because we
still own a big interest. You hadn’t
paid back the Federal Government for
all that was put in there to save this
so-called company.

[ 1800

Ruth Bader Ginsburg, bless her soul,
she put a 24-hour hold on one deal and
it gave some of us hope that, okay,
Congress completely failed in its duty
as a check and balance on the abuse of
power from the executive branch, but
maybe the judiciary, that third check
and balance, they’re coming through.
Thank goodness Justice Ginsburg did
that. But then, apparently, the Jus-
tices were persuaded that if you extend
this stay more than 24 hours the deal
will be gone and this will all go away
and everybody will lose their job. You
can’t extend the stay.

And I'm betting there are Justices
who are now saying we should never
have allowed them to talk us into just
allowing them to turn the law and the
Constitution upside down just because
maybe this deal with Fiat might not go
through. Fiat had no business owning
the American company unless they
could do it properly, without turning
our laws upside down. So the third
check and balance went away, and
nothing protected the Constitution,
nothing protected the laws as they
were passed. It’s got to stop. It’s got to
stop.

And yet we see a bill brought before
the House and Senate and, lo and be-
hold, the Federal Government is going
to take over all student loans. We're
taking over the student loan business.
Well, I am so grateful that my young-
est daughter is graduating within the
next 2 weeks. We had to do student
loans to do it. My wife and I cashed out
all our assets except our home in order
to run for Congress, so we had to use
student loans to get our girls through
college. And to think that anybody in
this country might have to be beholden
to whoever is in the executive branch,
whichever political party is controlling
the executive branch is who we have to
hope and pray will be kind enough to
extend a student loan to us in the fu-
ture? Do Democrats really want to
have to depend on Republicans for
their student loans based on who is in
the White House? Should Republicans
have to rely on who is running the ex-
ecutive branch in hopes that their kids
will get student loans? It’s the wrong
way to go.

And now with the Federal Govern-
ment having taken over Freddie and
Fannie, we’ve taken over such a big
part of the housing, the home mort-
gages, does either party or independ-
ents or tea party or progressive liberal
party, do you want to be beholden to
another political party in power in
order for you to get a home loan or a
student loan? This is where we’ve
come. It’s got to stop.

I know that in the minority we’re a
voice crying in the wilderness, but it’s
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got to stop. There are people on the
other side of the aisle that know that,
who say this. And to my friends, Mr.
Speaker, I would hope that they would
all go back and read these bills, par-
ticularly the ‘‘financial deform bill,”
and find out that it is not as the talk-
ing points have represented. It does
create the too-big-to-fail problem, and
it’s got to stop. I hope we will have
some Democratic friends who will help
us. It’s tragic.

I was in a Bible study with a hero of
mine, Chuck Colson, a little over 1 year
ago. He pointed out that this society is
resting on three legs: one is morality,
one is economic stability, and one is
liberty. And throughout history, as
long as you had morality, you could
have economic stability. But when you
lose morality, it always leads to eco-
nomic chaos. You have too many
Madoffs out there that think it’s okay
to just live high and wild lives off other
people’s money that they’ve stolen.
Then you have people get elected that
think some people have made too much
money, so I want to steal their money.
But since I'm in power, I can pass laws
that allow me to take their money and
spend it the way I want and it won’t be
called stealing because we’ll legalize
the stealing because we have the
power. And, yes, the power resides in
this Congress to legalize stealing of
people’s money. The power rests here,
but the moral authority does not.

And when I hear friends say, well,
Christians ought to be helping those
who can’t help themselves, helping the
widows and orphans, Jesus did talk
about those things, Even as you have
done to the least of these, my children,
you have done to me. And we should be
doing those individually. But He never
said use and abuse your taxing author-
ity to legalize theft of other people’s
money so you can give to your favorite
charity. He was saying, you do it your-
self with what you have. You do it. You
help individually. Don’t go corrupt a
governmental system that was put in
power, as Romans 13 talks about, If you
do evil, be afraid, because God doesn’t
give the government the sword in vain.
The government is not supposed to be-
come a part of doing immoral acts; it’s
supposed to protect those entrusted to
its care, and we’ve gotten too far away
from that.

During the revolution, so many were
heard to quote Voltaire—some say he
said it, some said he didn’t, but he was
quoted as saying, I disagree with what
you say, but I will defend to the death
your right to say it.” So many of us
heard that, learned that in school.
What a noble, moral concept: I disagree
with what you say, but I will defend to
the death your right to say it, even
though it offends me. And look how far
we’ve come.

To some of us who look at the Ten
Commandments and say, you Kknow
what? Conduct outside of those, all of
us are going to break the command-
ments because no one—but I believe
one—is perfect, but that offends. But
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people here have the right to, in some
cases, lie, in some cases commit adul-
tery, in some cases some of these
things are illegal, but that has been
changing. And we’ve changed this soci-
ety from one in which the Founders
said, I disagree with what you say, but
I will defend to the death your right to
say it, and we’ve turned it into ome
where what you say offends me, and
not only am I not going to defend to
the death your right to say it, I'm
going to force you out of your job, I'm
going to do everything I can to cause
you to lose all of your assets, I am
going to do all I can to make your life
nothing but misery from now on. How
did we get so far from the founding
that we would want to destroy people’s
lives because what they have said of-
fends?

When the Pilgrims came over, when
so many of the groups that came over
to what they called the New World,
they were fleeing from the kind of per-
secution that has now started. This
was a National Day of Prayer, and yet
we had Franklin Graham—what a
great, great man—he was uninvited
from speaking to our military. We had
Tony Perkins not long ago uninvited
from speaking to the military at An-
drews Air Force base even though he
served this country’s uniformed mili-
tary services for 6 years because there
were some who said in the administra-
tion we disagree with what you say and
we’re going to ruin you and try to do
all we can to keep you from speaking.

The military is fighting for people’s
right to say what they want, and yet
we’re denying people the right to come
speak to the military while they’re
fighting and dying for the right to
speak freely under the First Amend-
ment? How did that ever happen?

From 1800 to 1860, and again inter-
mittently until 1880, there were church
services held right down the hall, non-
denominational Christian church serv-
ices. I was asked earlier by a CNN re-
porter, how do you reconcile the sepa-
ration of church and state with a group
reading through the entire Bible in 5
days over here at the west side of the
Capitol? Well, I reconcile it because I
know where the phrase ‘‘separation of
church and state” came from. It came
from Thomas Jefferson in his letter to
the Danbury Baptists.

There was nothing about preventing
people from having church or having
religion or praying in Jesus’ name, or
doing any of those things, or speaking
to the military. To the exact contrary.
Thomas Jefferson used to ride down
Pennsylvania, according to CRS, most
of the time—the Congressional Re-
search Service, they’ve authenticated
this—most of the time when he came
to the church service every Sunday
here in the Capitol he liked to ride his
horse down here, down Pennsylvania.
He’s the one that codified the phrase
‘“‘separation of church and state’” be-
cause it’s not in the Constitution. It’s
so unfortunate that so many of our
judges over the years have been so
poorly educated about our history.
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And then you’ve got James Madison
as President who came to church most
every Sunday he was in Washington
here in the Capitol, in the House of
Representatives, but according to CRS,
he was different from Jefferson. Jeffer-
son liked to ride a horse and usually
Madison liked to ride in a coach drawn
by four horses to come to church in the
Capitol. Jefferson—who coined the
phrase ‘‘separation of church and
state’”’—sometimes brought the Marine
band to play hymns for the non-
denominational Christian worship serv-
ice here in the Capitol.

The Constitution’s First Amendment
was never about discriminating against
Christianity as this administration has
done by uninviting people to speak to
the military who are fighting and
dying for the very beliefs that the peo-
ple were denied the right to come talk
to them about. And yet we have people
who are so politically correct they’re
afraid to say that a guy who makes
very clear about what he screams be-
fore he shoots these other servicemem-
bers, that this is an act of a crazed
jihadist, Islamic jihadist.

Thank God that the vast majority of
Muslims are not jihadists of that type,
but you need to recognize the ones that
are and that they’re out there and they
want to destroy our way of life. And
you can speak to moderate Muslims—
many of them are afraid to speak out
openly because they’ve become tar-
gets—but you speak to moderate Mus-
lims, they know. They’re some of the
first to be killed when the crazed
jihadists take over. They don’t like
moderate Muslims.

But the Nation was founded on prin-
ciples such that the church, the Chris-
tian church, was at the heart the Dec-
laration of Independence. Over one-
third of those who signed the Declara-
tion of Independence were not just
Christians, they were ordained Chris-
tian ministers, had churches. And the
church was behind the effort to abolish
slavery because they, just like John
Quincy Adams, knew it was so wrong.
And as Adams, for about a year and a
half, took a young, tall, slender, not
very handsome man under his wing
down the hall, as Christians, they be-
came so close in that short time, John
Quincy Adams affected him so he knew
as a Christian that slavery had to end
because we could not continue to be
blessed by God if we were treating
brothers and sisters by putting them in
chains and bondage.

And he preached that sermon over
and over and over just down the hall.
And the churches were preaching—
some weren’t, but many were—that
was the heart of that movement. And
what was Martin Luther King, Jr.? Dr.
King was an ordained Christian min-
ister. The church has been behind the
great movements here in America, and
now we’re discriminating against it?
We’re saying what you believe in a
Christian church so offends us, not
only are we not going to fight to the
death for your right to believe what
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you believe and say what you want to
say, we’re going to destroy you and
keep you from doing anything publicly
that you want to do in observing your
religion. How did we go so wrong?

O 1815

How did we go so wrong? Abraham
Lincoln struggled with this terrible
war that was going on because he be-
lieved in a just God, and yet this thing
was going on and so many brothers and
sisters were dying and it was a terrible
thing. And that is why he said in his
second inaugural, How do you reconcile
this? He said, Both read the same Bible
and pray to the same God, and each in-
vokes his aid against the other. But he
goes on and he says, If we shall suppose
that American slavery, and you might
substitute in there abortion, American
abortion, abortion is one of those of-
fenses of which, in the providence of
God must needs come but which, hav-
ing continued through His appointed
time, He now wills to remove and that
He gives to the North and South this
terrible war as the woe due to those by
whom the offense came. Shall we dis-
cern therein any departure from those
divine attributes which the believers in
a living God always ascribe to Him.
Fondly do we hope, fervently do we
pray, said the President, that this
mighty scourge of war may speedily
pass away. Yet if God wills that it con-
tinue until all of the wealth piled up by
the bondsman’s 250 years of unrequited
toil shall be sunk and every drop of
blood drawn by the lash, or by the
abortion doctor’s hand, as was said
3,000 years ago, so must still be said
today, Lincoln said, the judgments of
the Lord are true and righteous alto-
gether, as he quoted scripture.

We are told it may not be appropriate
for the military to hear from somebody
who believes the things that Jesus
taught. So you have Tony Perkins can-
celled. You have Franklin Graham can-
celled because they believe the things
Jesus taught. You have others who we
have been hearing about the last cou-
ple of days who have been uninvited to
speak to military. And yet I was given
by my aunt a Bible that was given to
an uncle in World War II. It has this
metal front, May the Lord be with you.
And inside on the first page, it says at
the top: The White House, Washington.
As Commander in Chief, I take pleas-
ure in commending the reading of the
Bible. That is signed by Franklin D.
Roosevelt.

We all need to pray that God will
continue to bless America.

————
TAX CUTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ADLER of New Jersey). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
KING) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the privilege to be recognized
here on the floor of the House, and I
appreciate my colleague from Texas
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holding the ground until I come here to
hold a little ground with him. I always
stand on the same ground as my friend,
Judge GOHMERT. In fact, all of the way
from wading to shore on a free Cuba to
climbing a mountain in the Himalayas,
and all that free country in between
and a bunch of it that is not.

I came tonight to talk about a couple
of subject matters. One of them that is
on the front of my mind is the tax situ-
ation here in the United States. We are
watching and we watched as the two
Bush tax cuts were passed over the last
8 or so years, the 2001 and then the 2003
tax cuts. May 28, 2003, is when the ef-
fective ones were passed, the reduction
in capital gains, dividend taxes and a
series of things. And of course the lan-
guage that is there on the estate taxes
which are suspended for this year, and
they go on in full force at the end of
this year, and nothing has yet been
done. Something does need to be done.

I am for a complete abolishment of
the estate tax, Mr. Speaker, and I am
for the reinstatement or the extension
of the Bush tax cuts, if we can get
them. But we have watched as the
former chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, as he was coming in
to be the chair, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. RANGEL), traveled
around through all of the talk radio
circuits and the talk television cir-
cuits, and they asked him over and
over again, Which of the Bush tax cuts
would you like to preserve and which
ones would you like to see go away or
end?

There never was a definitive answer,
Mr. Speaker, but the process of elimi-
nation brought people to a conclusion
over the period of November 2006 until
about February of 2007 that there real-
ly wasn’t a Bush tax cut that soon-to-
be Chairman RANGEL would support. So
we are watching now the eventual sun-
set of those very effective economic
stimulating tax cuts that went in on
May 28, 2003.

Capital understands when it gets
more expensive and less of it gets in-
vested. When less capital is invested,
then there are fewer technological ad-
vances and the productivity of the
American worker goes down and it
makes us less competitive as a Nation.
It is awfully hard to measure that, but
what we can see from that period of
time of November 2006 until mid- to
late February of 2007, we saw industrial
investment go down and the decline in
industrial investment was precipitated,
the economic decline that came about,
about the time that Speaker PELOSI
first took the gavel. We can see the
data that indicated that there was less
capital investment because in part—
not entirely but in part—Chairman
RANGEL signaled to the investment
world that taxes were eventually going
to go up, and the cost of capital would
go up. There would be less capital in-
vested, and that means with less cap-
ital invested, it reduces the produc-
tivity of the American worker. Reduc-
tion in American worker productivity
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means we are less competitive as a Na-
tion. That means other cultures, other
economies, other civilizations would be
ascending and the United States would
either slow or diminish its ascent eco-
nomically or decline. And then we saw
the economic crisis.

The calamity that goes back into the
seventies with the passage of the Com-
munity Reinvestment Act and then on
the heels of that came, with the Com-
munity Reinvestment Act, the effort to
encourage bankers to make bad loans
in bad neighborhoods and deal them off
on the secondary mortgage market to
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac who had
underwriting requirements that were a
little too stringent for some groups in
the country, particularly a group know
as ACORN. And so ACORN came to this
Congress and lobbied for a couple of
things in the early and mid-nineties
under the presidency of Bill Clinton.
They weren’t having a lot of success
under Ronald Reagan, but under Bill
Clinton they were successful enough
that they were able to get the Commu-
nity Reinvestment Act rewritten that
put even more requirements for the
lenders to make more bad loans in
more bad neighborhoods and prop up
real estate whose asset value couldn’t
support the mortgage on it.

While that was going on, ACORN was
also lobbying here in this Congress, by
their view successfully, to lower the
underwriting standards for Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac. And they succeeded
in doing that. Some in this Congress
wanted to tighten the standards and
wanted to move them toward complete
privatization, which they used to be.
And some in this Congress wanted to
move Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac to
complete nationalization. There was a
debate here on this floor. There were
several debates on this floor. The one
that comes to mind for me was October
26, 2005, when at the time Congressman
Jim Leach from Iowa had an amend-
ment on the floor to raise the under-
writing requirements for Fannie and
Freddie, raise the capitalization re-
quirements for Fannie and Freddie so
that they would become a more viable
economic institution and to move them
away from what appeared to be com-
ing, which would be the Federal Gov-
ernment, the taxpayers, eventually
having to bail out Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac.

Well, that amendment that was of-
fered by Mr. Leach and supported by
myself and also Mr. LATHAM of Iowa
and others, did fail here on the floor in
the face of a very aggressive rebuttal
that came to the floor in the form of
the current Financial Services Com-
mittee chairman Mr. FRANK, who said
during that debate, if you are going to
invest in Fannie and Freddie, don’t
count on me bailing them out, I will
never vote to do a government bailout
of Fannie and Freddie.

Well, ‘“‘never” 1is a word that
shouldn’t be used by people in this
business, Mr. Speaker. And I don’t
bring it up to be particularly critical of
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the chairman of the Financial Services
Committee, Mr. FRANK. I point it out
because ‘‘never’ didn’t last very long.
It lasted maybe 4 years, moving on 5.

But when President Obama signed
the executive order that finally swal-
lowed up all of Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac, and we had to go in and bail them
out at the end of the Bush administra-
tion, that is true. The Executive order
before Christmas swallowed up the rest
of this, and the Federal Government,
the taxpayers of America, took on $5.5
trillion in contingent liabilities with
Fannie and Freddie. Now they are com-
pletely, no longer a quasi GSE, but
they are completely owned entities
within the Federal Government and
the taxpayers are on the hook for all of
it.

Now, let’s presume that Fannie and
Freddie could be operated at a profit.
Gee, that would be nice. But we know
how government works when it comes
to profit. They don’t have the right in-
centives, and eventually it can’t work.

So the Community Reinvestment Act
was passed in the seventies, refreshed
in the nineties under Clinton which put
more pressure on lenders to make bad
loans in bad neighborhoods. ACORN
lobbied for that. ACORN also lobbied to
lower the underwriting standards so
that Fannie and Freddie could swallow
up the secondary market. Fannie and
Freddie did that, and today the Federal
Government owns more than 50 percent
of all of the home mortgages in the
United States and the taxpayers are on
the hook for the default of those mort-
gages in the United States.

We also had mark-to-market ac-
counting which was put in place during
that same period of time. Mark-to-
market accounting is a system where-
by on your balance sheet you have to
write down the marks and what the ac-
tual bids are for those commodities.

So, Mr. Speaker, I would put it this
way. I happen to know a bank in the
area, in the Midwest, that had $60 mil-
lion worth of commercial paper. That
commercial paper had always per-
formed, it had always paid and drew a
reasonable interest rate. It would be
the equivalent of a very effective, well-
established company that had an oper-
ating loan that they funded through
this commercial paper. It had a market
and a value to it, and the value was $60
million. And that was on the balance
sheet of the lending institution.

But when we saw the downward spi-
ral and the threat that could have been
a crisis in credit in America, there was
not—temporarily there was not a mar-
ket for that commercial paper. So that
lending institution, even though com-
mercial paper had always performed,
even though the company was viable
and made their loans, the value of that
had to be marked from $60 million
down to zero, let me just say, figu-
ratively speaking, overnight; $60 mil-
lion down to zero. Now there is no asset
value. We had lenders that were being
pressured by FDIC regulators coming
in to turn up the capitalization re-
quirements to the banks and require
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them to, let’s say, solidify their bal-
ance sheets and to make up for the
missing $60 million. It was a temporary
situation.

And to make sure, Mr. Speaker, that
people can understand what mark-to-
market accounting is, I would use this
example. I think whether you are a
city person or whether you are a coun-
try person, whether you are a farm or
some other type of economics, you can
understand this. I come from corn
country, and so let’s just say that
under mark-to-market accounting
rules it would work like this: If a farm-
er had 100,000 bushels of corn in his bin,
stored on his farm, dried, 15 percent
moisture in good condition, he would
look at that, and let’s just say the
market price for that corn was $4 a
bushel. So in those bins on storage in
the possession of this farming oper-
ation, there would be then $400,000
worth of corn. That is 100,000 bushels at
$4 a bushel. That could go on the farm-
er’s balance sheet at that amount, and
you may want to mark it down less
shrink and less the basis to the mar-
ketplace. But for simplicity sake,
$400,000 worth of corn on the balance
sheet, stored in the bin in good condi-
tion.

[ 1830

Now, that’s all real fine, but along
comes a flood, maybe a flood like we’ve
seen in the tragedy in Tennessee, who
the folks down there our hearts go out
for, Mr. Speaker. But along comes a
flood, and it washes out all the bridges
all the way around the farm, and it
washes out the bridges in the area. So
the grain elevator where the bids were
coming from at $4 a bushel is shut
down. They’re operating. They’re in
good shape. They’ve got their genera-
tors running, and their grain storage is
okay. But no trucks can go to haul any
grain. Nothing can move. And so magi-
cally, there would be no bids for the
corn a day after the flood washed out
the bridges, and there would be no bids
for corn until the bridges were put
back in place. That could take months,
or it could take days, depending. Well,
let’s just say a couple of months before
the bridges can be put back together.
In that period of time, that corn would
sit there. It would be in good condition.
It would be worth $400,000 someplace
else, but not $400,000 sitting there, be-
cause he didn’t have a bid where he de-
livered the corn. He can’t get it out. So
this farmer that had $400,000 worth of
asset value would have to write that
down to zero on his balance sheet.

Meanwhile, the bridge is still open to
go to the bank. You need to borrow
money to operate from so you can pay
your bills. But he couldn’t borrow the
money because his asset value had
gone from $400,000 down to zero, even
though that corn would have some
value when the bridges were put back
together. That’s what mark-to-market
accounting does. It accelerates the
downward spiral with market trends
going down and distorts them and
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takes us down into the economic de-
cline, or it accelerates the upward spi-
ral and distorts the markets that way,
because when you get temporary up-
ticks in the market, then the assets go
up almost immediately in direct pro-
portion, which increases the borrowing
capacity of that balance sheet.

We need a better system. The mark-
to-market accounting system was abol-
ished in 1938. It came back on us again
in the Clinton era, and when it did so,
it helped set the foundation for the
economic crisis that we have been in.
And now here we are with the Presi-
dent having spent a couple of trillion
dollars or more, taking over the econ-
omy of the private sector in the United
States—not all of it, but certainly a
majority of the private sector activi-
ties have been taken over. It started
the end of the Bush administration, ac-
celerated in the Obama administration,
and we have three large investment
banks—AIG, Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac.
You’ve got all of the student loans
swallowed up in America, and General
Motors and Chrysler were taken over
by the Federal Government, with 61
percent of the shares of General Motors
owned by the Federal Government.
That’s the taxpayers’ investment.

And when General Motors is running
an ad that says they’ve paid off their
loans, yeah, they did that, all right.
They paid off a loan. I don’t remember
the exact amount of that, but it was in
the low few billions of dollars. Mean-
while, the taxpayers are still holding 61
percent of the shares. The Canadian
Government’s holding 12.5 percent of
the shares. The unions were gifted 17.5
percent of the shares of General Mo-
tors. And we’re watching ads that say
that General Motors paid us back?

Well, then, why didn’t Tim Geithner
sell those shares of General Motors
into the open market? Why doesn’t he
divest the Federal Government from
their ownership in General Motors? If
this administration doesn’t believe
that they should be in the private sec-
tor, why are they running banks, insur-
ance companies? Why have they taken
completely over Fannie and Freddie?
Why are they running two car compa-
nies? Why did they take over the stu-
dent loans? Why did they nationalize
our bodies?

Mr. Speaker, that’s not a
misstatement, and it’s one perhaps for
those who have not heard of this be-
fore, they should pay attention a little
to the description. But the most sov-
ereign thing we have, the most valu-
able thing we have is our health, our
physical body. And part of our freedom
is to be able to buy a health insurance
policy that suits our needs and make
the demands of the insurance compa-
nies that there’s a market for what we
want to buy so they produce a policy
that meets our demands.

Up until a month ago, there were
1,300 health insurance companies in the
United States and approximately
100,000 policy varieties that could be
chosen from. So if you’re a consumer
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out there on the market, you could
look around at those 1,300 companies
and decide which one you’d like to do
business with, weigh the merits of
their policy, settle on the company,
look through the variety of policies,
and between all those policies, 100,000
policy varieties, choose your policy.
That’s a 1ot of choices. You don’t have
that many choices in the grocery store
on how many different kinds of food
you want to buy, but it sure looks like
choices when you walk into the gro-
cery store. Health insurance in Amer-
ica has a much, much larger selec-
tion—or it was—than you find seeing
single individual items in the grocery
store, because the markets had de-
manded those kinds of varieties and
the companies were seeking to meet
the demand.

But now under ObamaCare—in effect,
by the year 2014, every health insur-
ance policy in America will be effec-
tively canceled by this government.
They will all have to be refreshed and
requalified, and there isn’t a single pol-
icy that exists today that the Presi-
dent of the United States can point to
and say, Joe, Sally, your policy, the
one I told you, Don’t worry, you get to
keep it, you can’t say that you get to
keep it.

Have you noticed that? Have you no-
ticed, Mr. Speaker, there hasn’t been a
single policy that’s been pointed to by
this administration, let alone the
President of the United States, that
they can say to any consumer out
there, This is your policy, and you can
keep it. And even if they could find a
policy that they could tell you you
could keep, they can’t tell you that it’s
going to not cost you any more money.
They can’t tell you that the premium’s
not going to go up. And when I make
that statement, they will throw up
their hands and say, Well, obviously we
can’t because health care costs are
going up. It’s a natural thing for them
to go up double digits while inflation is
going up single digits. But the followup
to that is, Yes, you can throw up your
hands and say that.

But the other thing that cannot be
stated by the President’s spokesman or
by the President or by this administra-
tion or by Speaker PELOSI or HARRY
REID or anyone else, no one can make
the statement that health insurance
policies are not going to be increased
because of ObamaCare’s passage. Yes,
they will be. They certainly will be.

We see a community rating of seven
to one today. That means that the
cheapest policy is going to be one-sev-
enth the price of the most expensive
policy. This pushes it into three to one.
That means that that young person
that’s paying for a health insurance
policy that is—let’s say, if it’s $100 a
month, the most expensive policy out
there would be $700 a month by that
comparison. But with this new legisla-
tion that’s there, for the $100 a month,
the highest then can only be $300 a
month. So we know what happens. The
person down on the lower side with the



H3266

cheaper premiums that is a lower risk
will pay a lot more for their premium
because the upside of this thing has got
to be ratcheted down some.

We saw some numbers, and I can only
go to a generalization now because it’s
far enough back in my memory. These
are numbers that had to do with Indi-
ana. We saw a 23-year-old healthy
young man’s insurance go up almost
triple, and we saw the family of four at
age 40, two kids and a mom and a dad,
we saw their insurance go up a signifi-
cant amount, and the only people that
had a lower premium would be the cou-
ple in their early sixties with marginal
health that would see their premiums
drop off perhaps 11 percent, which is a
number I do have confidence is a cor-
rect one. So the people with the high-
est premiums might see an 11 percent
reduction. The people with the lowest
premiums might see as much as a 300
percent increase in their premiums,
and that’s why the President can’t
point to anybody’s policy and say,
We’re not going to increase your costs.

And he can’t, either, guarantee that
you’re not going to lose your policy,
because a lot of companies are going
under in this. There will not be 1,300
health insurance companies doing busi-
ness in the United States 5 years from
now or 10 years from now. And if the
President had his way, there wouldn’t
be anybody doing business in health in-
surance in America except the United
States Federal Government. And if you
wonder if that’s a stretch of the imagi-
nation, Mr. Speaker, I can give you two
examples. One of them is the Federal
flood insurance program.

In the early sixties, all the flood in-
surance in America was private sector.
Property and casualty, if you wanted
to insure yourself against a flood,
against the river waters coming in and
filling up your basement, you went to a
private property and casualty insur-
ance company that would write you up
a policy and set a premium. But this
Congress, ‘“‘in its wisdom”—and I say
that in quotes that this Congress, ‘‘in
its wisdom,” decided that the pre-
miums were too high and the varieties
of policies for flood insurance in the
early sixties were not great enough,
and so they decided to set up a Federal
flood insurance program that would
provide one more alternative for the
consumers to put some competition
into the property and casualty business
with regard to flood insurance.

Does that sound familiar, Mr. Speak-
er? I’'ll submit that it clearly does, be-
cause the President said he wanted one
more health insurance company to pro-
vide competition for the other health
insurance companies. He said we didn’t
have enough competition in health in-
surance. I don’t know why he’s forgot-
ten about that. I have not, and I will
not. So when the President of the
United States says, We just want to
add one more competitor, we don’t
have enough competition, and that
competitor will be the Federal Govern-
ment, as soon as you inject the Federal
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Government into the private sector—or
what was the private sector in this
case—then you have an unfair compet-
itor with a comparative advantage.
They don’t have to be profitable. The
Federal Government doesn’t have to
be. If they run up short, they just tap
into the pockets of the taxpayer, and
we run up an IOU that might be raiding
the Social Security Trust Fund in Par-
kersburg, West Virginia, where every
single dollar has been raided by this
Congress. It might be borrowed money
from the Saudis or the Chinese, pro-
vided they are willing to loan it to us
and jack up the interest rates. They
will. But the Federal Government does
not have to be profitable. And they
wouldn’t have to be profitable with
health insurance, which is an unfair
comparative advantage that would
drive some of the health insurance
companies out, probably lots of them,
and take this where the President
wants it to go, single payer.

The President, as a candidate, con-
sistently argued that there should be
one entity that paid for all health care
in America. That would be the Federal
Government taking over all of those
1,300 health insurance companies and
those 100,000 policy varieties and those
hundreds of millions of Americans that
have legitimate health insurance pro-
grams. Eventually, the President want-
ed to take it all over, but he had to fall
back on an argument of just providing
some competition because the Amer-
ican people rejected that.

So we’re supposed to believe that the
idea of wanting the Federal Govern-
ment to sell insurance was just an in-
nocent thing that was designed to pro-
vide more competition. Well, we re-
jected that. And by the way, the United
States Senate rejected that. So we
didn’t end up with an ObamaCare pack-
age that has a Federal health insur-
ance component to it other than
they’re regulating every single policy
in America, canceling every policy in
America, deciding which ones they
want to renew, setting up community
ratings that go from seven to one down
to three to one and driving up the pre-
miums.

But what comes from all of this, Mr.
Speaker? I'm taking you then back to
property and casualty insurance. The
private sector that used to insure all
flood insurance in America saw their
competitor come in. I think the year
was 1963, plus or minus a year. I'm real
close. And 1963 is going to hit it, actu-
ally.

In 1963, the Federal Government
came in and provided us one more flood
insurance company to provide a little
more competition to level the playing
field for the people who lived in the
floodplain that didn’t have enough al-
ternatives. That sounds exactly like
the argument that we have today. So
the Federal Government got into that
business. And over a few years, the
property and casualty companies,
those private sector insurance compa-
nies that reflected the risks and the
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market in the premiums that they
charged—and yes, they’re in it for a
profit. Thank God for profit. It’s done
more for the world than all the mis-
sionaries that went anywhere. As much
as I believe in faith and the Lord’s
hand in everything that goes on on this
planet, free enterprise capitalism has
been a wonderful contribution to the
well-being of all humanity, and it was
a contributor in the flood insurance
and property casualty insurance.

But the Federal Government got in
the business in 1963, and over a period
of time—and not a very long period of
time—slowly those private sector com-
panies realized they couldn’t compete
with Uncle Sam because they had to
make a profit and they had to charge
premiums that reflected the risk. So
they dropped out, and for a long time,
and certainly today, we cannot—no one
in America can go out and buy flood in-
surance from the private sector. It all
is sold by the Federal Government.

The Federal Government has taken
over the flood insurance program in
America lock, stock and barrel, root
and branch, all of it. Every single ves-
tige of flood insurance is all controlled
by the Federal Government today.
They set the premiums not by risk.
They set the premiums by whatever
bureaucrats think they ought to be,
and they don’t have to be profitable.

So that would explain why they are
$19.2 billion in the red in the Federal
flood insurance program, and it would
explain why in my district, FEMA has
come out and has a new ruling that
broadens the floodplain dramatically.
It’s just breathtaking to look at the
map of the floodplain that was in
blue—and, by the way, national banks
that are making loans on mortgages
that go into these floodplains require
flood insurance to be paid and pre-
miums to be paid.

So when they’re in the red $19.2 bil-
lion and they can’t figure out how to
charge premiums that reflect the risk
and be able to get by with it because
people probably can’t afford those pre-
miums, but they’ve expanded and de-
veloped their real estate in the flood-
plain based upon those premiums, hav-
ing trouble raising the premiums on
the people that owe the national banks
money that had to buy them, so FEMA
puts out a new map, a new map that
widens the floodplains dramatically.
These tiny little narrow areas become
wide areas in the whole river valleys.
And in one area, just one area within
one of my 32 counties, there are 2,200
individual real estate parcels, most of
them rural, that are now in a new
floodplain created by FEMA’s map and
ruling, 1,100 property owners, 2,200 new
properties, all of them now in a situa-
tion where they’re going to have trou-
ble expanding and building.

O 1845
A lot of them are going to have to
pay increased premiums for flood in-

surance that they didn’t even have to
buy before because they were out of the
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floodplain, and the Federal Govern-
ment cashes in. If I take this plan that
they’re trying to implement in my dis-
trict and if I multiply it across all the
real estate in the United States where
it is awfully hard to use, the model
that they use goes clear back to the
early 1970s. It’s nearly 40 years old, this
model. The technology that they use is
nearly 40 years old, so I can only guess.

If I use what they have in one of my
counties as a measure, it looks to me
like FEMA will be able to collect
enough premiums that they can,
maybe, recover their $19.2 billion and
more. Maybe FEMA will make so much
money off of this that they’ll be able to
help subsidize Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac. Don’t hold your breath, Mr.
Speaker, but this is 40-year-old tech-
nology.

We know this: anybody who has ever
filled any sandbags and who has fought
a flood knows, first, that the adrenalin
rushes up in your blood. As the water is
coming up, your adrenalin boils up in
you, too, and you work harder and
more feverishly as the water comes up.
Many times, those sandbags along
there are just, maybe, high enough, an
inch or two, because you’re stacking
them on there as the water comes up.
They’re maybe 5, maybe a half an inch
or a half a foot, maybe 5 inches or a
half a foot—or even a foot.

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, that the
FEMA model is so imprecise and of
such ancient technology that their ac-
curacy is within plus or minus 10 me-
ters? That’s 10 meters. Now, I didn’t do
the precise multiplier on it, but let’s
just say it’s 30 feet, plus or minus.
Let’s just say they’re right on the aver-
age. Let’s just say I stand on this floor,
and they say, Well, the flood might be
here or it could be 10 meters up. Well,
in looking at the ceiling of this Cham-
ber, they could be that far off. They
could be off more than 30 feet on the
elevation of the water that they’'re pre-
dicting.

Meanwhile, we have the Corps of En-
gineers, which has hydraulic models
that can tell us whether we can build
in a floodplain and what the flow is and
how we might have to construct our
structures so that we don’t constrict
the flow when we have a flood. They
can tell us where the 100-year flood
event is and where the 500-year flood
event is.

Yet who should be surprised that
FEMA and the Corps of Engineers can’t
get together on this and use modern
technology? I'm wondering if they have
the will or if it happens to be that
someone decided that they could just
use this 40-year-old model that is plus
or minus within 10 meters and impose
flood insurance premiums on a whole
bunch of Americans, who are
unsuspecting and who are probably un-
able to pay these premiums, to make
up for the $19.2 billion in loss that
they’ve got in flood insurance.

Now, I tell this long story to describe
what is in store for us if ObamaCare is
not repealed 100 percent—every single
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bit of it—and done in the shortest
order possible at the will of the Amer-
ican people. Though, before I get to
how ObamaCare will transform out, it
is really worthwhile for us to look back
and see how the Federal Government
swallows up other formerly private en-
tities.

Back during that period of time when
the Federal flood insurance was passed,
it was also true that education loans
were private sector. If you wanted to
go off to college, you went and bor-
rowed the money from the private sec-
tor. Then they set up the student loan
plan as a means to provide other alter-
natives so that private lenders weren’t
handling all of the student loans. The
Federal Government came in and did
that, by my recollection, at about that
same period of time.

What is predictable about this? What
is predictable is, if the Federal Govern-
ment gets into a business to compete,
they have an unfair advantage, an ille-
gitimate comparative advantage. They
don’t have to have profit. They don’t
have to balance their books. They
don’t have to be good at it. They just
have to drive the competition out.
They do what a monopolist would do. If
somebody is trying to become a monop-
oly, they try to drive all of their com-
petition out by underpricing, and they
distort it to the point where nobody
else can stay in the business. Then
they’re the only one in the business.
Then they start to jack the prices up
again.

Well, it took the Federal Government
a long time, but in the dark of the
night, in the heat of the ObamaCare
battle—in the recision legislation that
slipped through this Congress without
an opportunity to evaluate it—there
was the sneaky piece of legislation
that converted what was left of the
student loan plans from the private
sector into completely the maw of gov-
ernment, itself.

So, in this period of time that I have
described, we have seen the trans-
formation of a completely private,
independent-standing property and cas-
ualty flood insurance that faced a Fed-
eral Government that wanted to pro-
vide just one more competitor into the
marketplace so that people had more
choices and a Federal Government that
swallowed it all up and that drove ev-
erybody out of business and a Federal
Government that has done so, the same
thing, with the student loan program
in the United States. They had to hitch
it onto ObamaCare to do it.

What a bunch of cynics that they
couldn’t do something like that in
broad daylight in front of all of Amer-
ica. No. They had to stick it in when
they had the major diversionary tactic
of another swallow-up of the private
sector—remember, a month ago or 6
weeks ago, whatever that date was—of
all of the health insurance in America.

Some will say that there are excep-
tions—Medicare, for example. Medicaid
would be another. Then you can argue
whether those are insurance policies or
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government programs to pick people up
when they’re destitute and to take care
of them when they reach retirement
age. But for those folks who are under
Medicare eligibility or who have in-
comes outside of Medicaid, we didn’t
see a Federal health insurance program
except for SCHIP, which is the State
Children’s Health Insurance Program.
This was another effort to try to close
this gap.

There has been effort after effort for
the liberals, for the progressives—for
the people who just simply deny the
liberty of the American people—to
take over the health care in America.

Bill Clinton stood here, I believe, on
September 13 in about 1993, and he gave
his health care speech. He wanted to
take it all over then. He turned Hillary
loose with HillaryCare, and Hillary
began meeting in private and in public.
She actually had more public meet-
ings, I think, than we had this time
around. Although, we were quite crit-
ical of the private meetings she had,
too. She wrote a bill, and that bill was
the government takeover of health
care. Well, they couldn’t get that done.
Bill Clinton came back, and he said,
You know, we can’t get this done, but
we’re going to do it incrementally.

I believe in that September 13 speech
he actually made the proposal—and I
know I can find it in his speeches dur-
ing that era—when he wanted to lower
the Medicare eligibility from 65 to 55.
That’s when they brought the idea of
SCHIP, the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program, which is set up to
buy very, very cheap health insurance
for kids. They put that out through the
States. In Iowa, it is known as Hawk-
eye with a little better than a 2 to 1
Federal match.

So, when you’'re sitting in a State
legislature, the Federal Government
says, You know, help out with some of
these cheap health insurance premiums
for these kids who can’t afford them.
Otherwise, here’s what we’ll do. If
you’ll put $1 down out of your State
tax coffers, we’ll put $2 and change
down. Let’s see. I think it’s 70 percent
funding by the Federal Government
and 30 percent by the States.

The States adopted it because it
was—do you remember the phrase?—
free money, Mr. Speaker. Well, nothing
is free. We know that, but it was
viewed as free money by the State leg-
islatures. They adopted SCHIP. In
Iowa, it was Hawkeye.

Then at the same time that Bill Clin-
ton would have liked to have dialed the
Medicare eligibility age down to 55,
you can see what’s happening. If you
reduce the age of eligibility for Medi-
care and if they’re seeking to expand
Medicaid—and they’ve been doing that
and have been lowering the standards
for eligibility to Medicaid from the
lower income side of the scale—and if
you make these kids eligible for
SCHIP, you’re squeezing this from the
outside, from the middle. You're low-
ering the senior age to 55, and you’re
making sure you’re insuring the kids—
pick your age—well into their 20s.
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We had States that had as high a per-
centage as 66 percent of people who
were not kids but adults who were on
the SCHIP program. Wisconsin would
be one of those States. There was an-
other State that went higher than
that. It may have been Minnesota.
They had a number that went up into
the 80s. I think it was 87 percent. So
they were using SCHIP to expand it
where they could provide health insur-
ance premiums for people because they
wanted to have a single-payer plan
eventually. That’s what was going on
with the strategy of trying to establish
this single-payer plan.

In the middle of all of this, you
know, the Republicans came in, and we
fought some of that back. Then Nancy
PELOSI was finally elected as Speaker
of the House. What did she bring to us
here on this floor but an SCHIP pro-
gram, which had been set at 200 percent
of poverty so that a family of four at
200 percent of poverty in my State
would be set at about $52,000, in order
to turn it up to 400 percent of poverty.
It passed the House at the insistence of
the Speaker, and I was the only mem-
ber of the Iowa delegation to oppose it.
It would have gone to 400 percent of
poverty, which would have meant that
a family of four in Iowa who was mak-
ing $103,000 a year would have had the
health insurance for their kids paid for
by some taxpayer who would probably
not be making that much.

While that was going on, there would
be people who would have to pay the
rich man’s tax, the Alternative Min-
imum Tax. There would be 70,000 fami-
lies in America who would be paying
the rich man’s tax, the Alternative
Minimum Tax. I have trouble saying
“AMT” these days. It’s the Alternative
Minimum Tax. There would be 70,000
families who would be paying the Al-
ternative Minimum Tax who would
still be eligible for the SCHIP funding
for health insurance for their children.

Do you see where this goes? If you
have the subsidy at the means testing
side of this where lower income people
are multiplied from 100 percent of pov-
erty, to 200 percent, to 300 percent, to
400 percent—and by the way, we
ratcheted it back down to 300 percent—
and allowed $3 billion or more worth of
Medicaid funding to go in and fund
illegals into the market of all of that,
it squeezes it against the middle.

Can you imagine, Mr. Speaker, some-
one who would be about 45 years old
who would watch the eligibility of the
Medicare age drop down to 55, who
would watch somebody who is col-
lecting SCHIP who is now 35 years old
and who would watch those at 400 per-
cent of poverty—families with $103,000,
families of four—having their health
insurance premiums paid while they
would still be paying the Alternative
Minimum Tax? People are looking at
this, thinking, Well, the people 10 years
older than I get free health care, and
the people 10 years younger than I get
free health care. I'm the one who’s
working, who’s paying for my own pre-
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miums and raising my own family, and
everybody else is, too. Why do I try?
Do I do that because I'll have higher
quality health care?

Yes, that would be a good answer.
The people who are responsible should
live a little better than those who
don’t in this country. We have got to
leave incentives in place.

That was the strategy—to squeeze
the middle, to put such a load on the
people who were still paying for their
own or who were earning their own
health care, their own health insurance
at their workplace or wherever their
deal might be, that they would just ca-
pitulate, throw up their hands and say,
Give me the European model. I’ve got
it anyway. I'm paying for it for every-
body else. Why am I buying my own
with after-tax dollars? That is the
strategy.

It is so cynical to crush the spirit of
people, to take away their constitu-
tional rights and to impose upon them
a national health care act. It was re-
jected during the Hillary era. They
called it HillaryCare. They rejected it
in Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker. The
people in Massachusetts rejected
ObamaCare. Still their hearts were
hardened, and still they were deter-
mined to come down here and impose
the policy on the American people.

Well, I'm not letting it go. I will not
let it go for a whole series of reasons,
but the constitutional reasons are the
most important ones.

It is unconstitutional to require any
American to buy a product that is ei-
ther produced or approved by the Fed-
eral Government under penalty of law.
It has never happened in the history of
this country. It is a violation of a se-
ries of components within our Con-
stitution—and don’t think I can’t come
up with them, Mr. Speaker. Certainly,
I know what they are. They are four
places.

It is a violation of the Commerce
Clause because there will be and al-
ways have been babies born in States
who didn’t advantage themselves of
any Kkind of health care whatsoever.
They didn’t participate in any com-
merce when it came to health care, and
they maybe didn’t travel outside of
their States at all, so there wasn’t even
the risk of their going out to be even-
tually, potentially, picked up by ambu-
lances in other States. The risk didn’t
exist, so they didn’t use health care in
the States they lived in. They didn’t go
outside the States they lived in. They
lived lives long or short, healthy or
not, and passed away into the next life
never having engaged in interstate
commerce that had anything to do
with ObamaCare, which means it’s a
violation of the Commerce Clause,
swift and certain, without a lot of hard
analysis required.

If the Commerce Clause doesn’t apply
to say that the passage of ObamaCare
is verboten under the Constitution, if
the Commerce Clause doesn’t apply on
ObamaCare, then it doesn’t apply
whatsoever for anything imaginable,
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and it’s no restraint whatsoever. You
would believe that if you were an activ-
ist judge. I reject that.

The second part is that it’s not in the
enumerated powers. There is nothing
there in the Constitution that defines
any power to impose an obligation by
any citizen or any person in the United
States to buy a product that is pro-
duced by the Federal Government or
approved by the Federal Government.
That’s the second thing.

The third thing is that it violates the
Equal Protection Clause of the Con-
stitution.

We’re going to go to four here, Mr.
Speaker.

The Equal Protection Clause of the
Constitution says that all citizens
whatsoever shall be treated the same
regardless of race, ethnicity, national
origin or the color of their skin, which
is the whole list of the things that are
there within title VII of the Civil
Rights Act.

O 1900

Well, people are treated differently in
the States. The Cornhusker kickback
notwithstanding, still the legislation
treats people differently in Louisiana
than it does in the rest of the country,
Florida than it does in the rest of the
country, several other jurisdictions or
something like eight to 11 different
areas in ObamaCare that treat people
differently depending upon the geog-
raphy of where they live. That’s forbid-
den under the equal protection clause
of the Constitution.

Fourth thing, and this is where we
get to, it’s a violation of the 10th
Amendment. Not only is it not in the
enumerated powers to impose this
ObamaCare on Americans, but those
powers that are not specified in the
enumerated powers of the Constitution
are reserved for the States or to the
people respectively. And this is a viola-
tion of the separation of powers doc-
trine, which is in the 10th Amendment.

Four places, Mr. Speaker. It’s not in
the enumerated powers; it’s a violation
of the commerce clause; it’s a violation
of the equal protection clause; and it’s
a violation of the 10th Amendment.
This Supreme Court will see these
cases eventually, and when they do, an
honest reading of the Constitution
compels the Supreme Court to over-
turn the ObamaCare legislation. And I
understand, and I have not read every
word in there, that there’s not a sever-
ability clause in that. And if that’s the
case, any component most likely that’s
found unconstitutional throws the
whole business out.

I wish we had a provision that would
put all of that paper back in the tree,
Mr. Speaker, and give people back
their liberty because that’s what this
bill does. It violates the Constitution
and it takes people’s liberty.

It takes our freedom to buy a policy
that we want. It nationalizes our body.
It takes over the most sovereign thing
that we have, that’s our skin and ev-
erything inside it; and the Federal
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Government manages when we get the
tests, what policies we will be able to
buy, what the premiums will be.
They’ll regulate the premiums. They
will decide what’s offered in the poli-
cies, and the Federal Government will
impose mandates on those policies that
we don’t even see in the legislation.

There will be mandates there for con-
traceptives. There will be mandates
there for mental health. There will be
mandates there for drug treatment.
There will be mandates there probably
for physical therapy. And we see also
an effort to tax your pop if it’s not diet
pop, tax your soda if it’s not diet soda.
They want to tell you what you can eat
and what you can drink. The next
thing they’ll be doing in this super-
uber nanny state is run us across the
scales and tax our fat. That will actu-
ally be the simplest way. If they’re
going to tax our diet, I wish they would
just let me alone, run me across the
scales and tax me by the pound.

But I want the freedom to eat what I
want to eat, buy what I want to buy,
live the way I want to live. And I want
to be able to make my own decisions
on whether I am going to exercise or
whether I am going to go to a health
club. And if my insurance company
wants to set up an incentive for that
because it’s cost effective and they can
offer me a lower premium, I'm quite
likely to take advantage of that, and I
think many Americans would do the
same.

But this Federal Government cannot
be allowed to continue on becoming
even more of a nanny state than it al-
ready is. We’ve got to reject that, Mr.
Speaker. We’ve got to abolish
ObamaCare. We've got to pull it out
root and branch so that there’s not one
vestige of it left behind, not one par-
ticle, not one cell, not one DNA par-
ticle of ObamaCare left in this Federal
code because if we leave it, it’s the
equivalent of going in and removing a
malignant tumor and leaving part of it
there. It still is at great risk of metas-
tasizing; and when that happens, it’s
the death knell to freedom and liberty
in the United States of America.

We are not some other people. We are
not the mirror of Europe with the stir-
ring in of the later generations of more
newly arriving immigrants, legal and
illegal. We are a unique people. We
have a unique character and a unique
quality about us where we stand alone,
apart from the rest of the world, for a
lot of reasons, Mr. Speaker. Some of
those reasons are self-evident, and
some of those reasons are in the Dec-
laration, and some of them are in the
Bill of Rights. Some of them are actu-
ally in the Constitution in a broader
sense.

But just to enumerate some of those
reasons for American exceptionalism,
and it’s not politically correct to re-
mind people but it’s necessary that we
do this, that we talk American
exceptionalism, a number of them are
these: we have the rule of law. The
foundation for that is the Constitution.
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The philosophy for the Constitution is
in the Declaration. We have the right
to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness. And life is the paramount right,
and it is paramount to liberty, which is
more important than the pursuit of
happiness.

So working from the bottom of the
scale up, Mr. Speaker, it works like
this: someone in the pursuit of their
happiness cannot infringe on someone
else’s liberty because liberty trumps
pursuit of happiness. And, by the way,
pursuit of happiness, it was understood
by our Founding Fathers to go back to
the Greek meaning, which the Greek
word for pursuit of happiness is
eudaimonia, which in its definition
speaks to a search for knowledge, a
search for truth, and it implies both
the physical and the mental. So to be
sound in body and mind and in a search
for truth and a search for knowledge,
that’s the pursuit of happiness because
they believed that out on the other end
of that scale that ultimate knowledge
would provide that ultimate level of
happiness. And there’s some wisdom in
that philosophy. It’s Godless, but
there’s some wisdom in the philosophy
of achieving ultimate knowledge. Pur-
suit of happiness was eudaimonia, that
search for knowledge.

But someone in their search for
knowledge, in their pursuit of happi-
ness/knowledge, cannot travel on some-
one else’s liberty. Liberty is more im-
portant than the pursuit of happiness.
And someone in the search for their
liberty cannot use that liberty to take
someone else’s life. Individual life is
too precious. It cannot be taken by
someone because they say they have a
liberty. Neither can someone who is in
pursuit of their happiness take some-
one else’s liberty because it makes
them happy. Our liberties are guaran-
teed here, and the infringement upon
them is that we have to respect life
more than liberty. We have to respect
liberty more than the pursuit of happi-
ness. Those are prioritized rights that
are self-evident that come from God,
endowed by our creator.

And here we sit in the United States
with that philosophical foundation in
the Declaration that was basis for our
Constitution and the rights that are
there that made America a great coun-
try—freedom of speech, religion, press,
the right to peaceably assemble and pe-
tition government for redress of griev-
ances, the right to keep and bear arms.
Moving up the line, the right to be free
from double jeopardy and to be tried by
a jury of your peers.

And the right to property in the
Fifth Amendment, which has been
amended now in the Supreme Court of
the United States in the Kelo decision
where they struck the words ‘‘for pub-
lic use” out of the Fifth Amendment,
which says ‘‘nor shall private property
be taken for public use without just
compensation.”” Now the effect of the
Kelo decision was that Fifth Amend-
ment has been usurped by the last nine
people that should be amending the
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Constitution, the Supreme Court Jus-
tices—it wasn’t nine, by the way, and 1
applaud those that opposed it. But now
the Fifth Amendment reads: ‘‘Nor shall
private property be taken without just
compensation.”

Mr. Speaker, I know mentally you
put “‘for public use” in there, but they
took it out. Local governments now oc-
casionally, and I hope not routinely,
confiscate private property, individual
private property, and they give it over
to other private property owners be-
cause they think they will get more
tax dollars out of it.

But property rights are a foundation
of the success in America. And along
the way, free enterprise capitalism is
another foundation for the success in
America.

So you can buy a piece of property
and it’s yours. As long as you pay for it
and pay the property tax on it, you get
to keep it. And that can be the basis
for your equity that you engage in
starting businesses, setting up fac-
tories, building homes, expanding
farms. Those things that have been the
basis of our prosperity are rooted in
the rule of law, the right to property,
free enterprise capitalism. Also the
moral foundation that came over for
the freedom of religion rooted in our
Judeo-Christian values, which are the
thread of our culture today. All of
those are reasons why America is a
great country.

Another reason is because we have
skimmed the cream of the crop off of
every donor civilization that has sent
legal immigrants to the United States.
The cream of the crop, the people with
the vigor and the vitality and the
dream. And they found a way to get on-
board a ship or whatever means they
could to come here and enter into the
United States through a legal port of
entry to chase their dreams.

And some of them came with a sig-
nificant amount of capital to give it a
g0. And a lot of them came with the
clothes on their back and the posses-
sions they had in their bag, like my
grandmother. And as they arrived here,
they began to carve out their American
Dream with the kind of vision and the
kind of vigor that gave them the idea
to come here in the first place. This
America, this land of almost unlimited
natural resources, a land that has the
very foundation of liberty and freedom
as the essence and the core of its being,
welcomed legal immigrants here who
were called by that clarion call of lib-
erty and freedom and property rights
and unlimited natural resources and
unlimited opportunity in a moral soci-
ety that was rooted in Judeo-Christian
values. And they came here and built a
Nation in the blink of a historical eye,
settled the North American continent,
expanded manifest destiny from sea to
shining sea. And all of this has at-
tracted people to come to America.

Now, we are either the first genera-
tion immigrants that came here, hope-
fully legally, with that vigor of that
dream or the second, third, fourth,
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fifth, or multiple generations, the de-
scendants of that same dream, imbued
with American self-confidence and
American can-do spirit and a con-
fidence that we can face any challenge,
we can bear any burden. That’s the
American spirit.

And we cannot be capitulating to the
European utopian version that’s going
to have a social program to fix any ill.
We can’t be trapped into this idea that
we can sit down and produce some Kind
of a policy that will solve every prob-
lem. All we need to do is have our de-
fault system come back to the Con-
stitution, come back to free enterprise,
come back to individual responsibility.
If we do all of those things and adhere
to the Constitution itself, free enter-
prise capitalism, maintain our moral
foundation, nurture the family unit as
the means through which we pour all of
our values, if we do all of that, Amer-
ica will be just fine.

But Jimmy Carter, when he was run-
ning for President and as he was ex-
ploring the first-in-the-nation caucus
and establishing that as a viable route
to the Presidency in Iowa, I read in an
interview back in those years in the
mid-1970s where Jimmy Carter said the
people that work should live better
than those that don’t. Now, I don’t
know that Jimmy Carter ever actually
acted on that, but that’s what he said,
and it caught my attention. It was a
very simple way of describing this. The
people that work should live better
than those that don’t.

Well, that’s not the prevailing philos-
ophy in this Congress any longer. It is
the people that don’t work need to live
as well as anybody. So we have 72 dif-
ferent welfare programs, according to
Robert Rector of the Heritage Founda-
tion. In the mid-1990s when we re-
formed welfare—I wasn’t here—but
when this Congress reformed welfare in
the mid-1990s, there wasn’t the dra-
matic drop in the cost in welfare. It re-
duced it a little bit and then it stayed
on a plateau and then it climbed again.
The welfare has been climbing at a rate
that’s comparable to or greater than
the rate that it was climbing going
into the mid-1990s. And we have accept-
ed this. I don’t accept it but this soci-
ety has.

This society has also accepted ramp-
ant drug abuse so that there’s a huge
demand for illegal drugs coming out of
Mexico, from or through Mexico. That
is the core of the problem that we have
with the border today and the violence
on the border today, and whatever we
do to help the Mexicans and seal our
border, we need to do that. We need to
stop the bleeding, but as long as there
is a powerful demand in the United
States for tens of billions of dollars in
illegal drugs, then there will always be
the illegal traffic coming across the
border.
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Mr. Speaker, this is a bit of a ren-
dition on where America is today, a lit-
tle bit on how we got here, a little bit
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about the economics of it, a little
about the history, a fair amount about
what’s going on with ObamaCare.

This is my statement and my com-
mitment, that I will not rest. I will
continue to turn the pressure up to get
the ©passage of the repeal for
ObamaCare that I have introduced in
this Congress and now should have, if I
can add this up, 66 cosponsors on this
legislation today.

Mr. Speaker, the number of the legis-
lation, should you choose to look it up
and sign on is H.R. 4972. That’s the leg-
islation that will one day, at least the
language of it if not that particular bill
number, arrive at the President’s desk,
where this President would veto it. But
with a new majority in 2011, we will
have the votes in here to shut off any
funding of ObamaCare so that it cannot
be enacted.

It doesn’t become fully enacted until
2014. So 2011 and ’12 this Congress, has
to start all spending, by the Constitu-
tion. We say, no, there won’t be any
funding for the implementation of
ObamacCare, so we will put it on ice for
2011 and 2012. While that’s going, we
will put the repeal on President
Obama’s desk and make him veto it.
And when he vetoes it, we can take a
look and see if we can override it. That
will be very hard, but it’s not com-
pletely impossible.

But in 2012 we elect a new President
and a new Congress. And that new
President and new Congress need to
take the pledge that I have taken,
which is plank number one, full 100 per-
cent abolishment of ObamaCare, all of
it, without any hesitation, without any
caveats.

And let’s put that on the desk of the
new President, Mr. Speaker, that will
be sworn in January 20 of 2013. And
while he stands on the west portico—
we will gavel in on January 3, 2013, in
here. That’s what the Constitution
says we do. We will be thy then in a po-
sition where we can pass the repeal of
ObamaCare, have it sitting there so
that when he takes his oath of office
January 20, 2013, and puts his hand
down as the President of the United
States, his first act, Mr. Speaker, can
be to put his pen to the bill that re-
peals ObamaCare and sign that legisla-
tion on the spot at the podium on the
west portico of this Capitol building
and give America back our economic
freedom, but more importantly, give us
back our human liberty.

That’s the goal that we have to fol-
low if we are to achieve the greatness
that America has ahead of us. If not,
we will be trailing in the dust the gold-
en hopes of men and forever dimin-
ishing our opportunities, forever di-
minishing our potential, taking away
human potential, discouraging indi-
vidual entrepreneurs, people that
would never realize their dreams be-
cause they would be growing up in a
nanny state that has taken over the
banks, the investment companies, the
insurance companies, the car compa-
nies, Fannie and Freddie, the student
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loans, nationalize our body, our skin
and everything inside it, and, by the
way, put a 10 percent tax on the out-
side if you go into a tanning salon. All
of this taken over and the financial in-
stitutions. I want it all back. I want it
back for the American people, the
American workers, and the American
entrepreneurs. I want our spirit back.

I am going to work to get it back,
Mr. Speaker. I appreciate your atten-
tion.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. McCoLLUM (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of official
business in district.

Mr. BONNER (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of his
required presence in his district relat-
ing to coordinated oil spill response ef-
forts with constituents and State and
Federal officials.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, May 13.

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, May
13.

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
May 11, 12, and 13.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
May 13.

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, May 12 and
13.

———

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 3111. An act to establish the Commission
on Freedom of Information Act Processing
Delays, Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 17 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
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House adjourned until tomorrow, May,
7, 2010, at 10 a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7351. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Polyglyceryl Phthalate
Ester of Coconut Oil Fatty Acids; Exemption
from the Requirement of a Tolerance; Tech-
nical Correction [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0888;
FRL-8436-3] received April 16, 2010, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

7352. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s fourth quarter report for cal-
endar year 2009 as required by the Joint Im-
provised Explosive Device Defeat Fund; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

7353. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a
report on transactions involving U.S. exports
to the Kingdom of Morocco pursuant to Sec-
tion 2(b)(3) of the Export-Import Bank Act of
1945, as amended; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

7354. A letter from the Secretary, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s thirty-second annual report sum-
marizing actions the Commission took dur-
ing 2009 with respect to the Fair Debt Collec-
tion Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. 1692-16920, pur-
suant to 15 U.S.C. 1692m; to the Committee
on Financial Services.

7355. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s report for fiscal
years 2007 to 2008 on the Family Violence
Prevention and Services Program, pursuant
to 42 U.S.C. 10405, section 306; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

7356. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s reports entitled,
“The National Healthcare Quality Report
2009 (NHQR)” and The National Healthcare
Disparities Report 2009 (NHDR)‘‘, pursuant
to Public Law 106-129; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

7357. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; New
Mexico; Transportation Conformity Require-
ment for Bernalillo County [EPA-R06-OAR-
2005-NM-0007; FRL-9140-2] received April 16,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7358. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Ten-
nessee; Visibility Impairment Prevention for
Federal Class I Areas; Removal of Federally
Promulgated Provisions [EPA-R04-OAR-2010-
0150-201009(a); FRI1.-9138-9] received April 16,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7359. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Revi-
sions to the Kentucky State Implementation
Plan [EPA-R04-OAR-2010-0502-201011; FRL-
9139-1] received April 16, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.
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7360. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Export Administration, Department of
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Revisions to the Export Admin-
istration Regulations Based on the 2009 Mis-
sile Technology Control Regime Plenary
Agreements [Docket No.: 0912031426-0047-01]
(RIN: 0694-AET79) received April 22, 2010, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

7361. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting the report on
Measuring Stability and Security in Iraq
pursuant to Section 9204 of the Department
of Defense Supplemental Appropriations Act
2008; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7362. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s annual re-
port for 2009 on Voting Practices in the
United Nations, pursuant to Public Law 101-
246, section 406; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

7363. A letter from the General Manager,
Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board,
transmitting the Board’s annual report for
FY 2009 prepared in accordance with the No-
tification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002
(No FEAR Act); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

7364. A letter from the Secretary,
Depeartment of Labor, transmitting pursu-
ant to Title II, Section 203, of the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act (No FEAR Act), the
Department’s annual report for FY 2009; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

7365. A letter from the President, Inter-
American Foundation, transmitting the
Foundation’s annual report for fiscal year
2009 on the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation
Act of 2002; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

7366. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a petition filed on behalf of workers
from the Westinghouse Electric Corp., in
Bloomfield, New Jersey, to be added to the
Special Exposure Cohort (SEC), pursuant to
the Energy Employees Occupational Illness
Compensation Program Act of 2000; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

7367. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a petition filed on behalf of workers
from Area IV of the Santa Susana Field Lab-
oratory in Stana Susana, California, to be
added to the Special Exposure Cohort (SEC),
pursuant to the Energy Employees Occupa-
tional Illness Compensation Program Act of
2000; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

7368. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a petition filed on behalf of workers
from the Nevada Test Site, Mercury, Nevada,
to be added to the Special Exposure Cohort
(SEC), pursuant to the Energy Employees
Occupational Illness Compensation Program
Act of 2000; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.
7369. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a petition filed on behalf of workers
from the Lawrence Livermore National Lab-
oratory in Livermore, Califonina, to be
added to the Special Exposure Cohort (SEC),
pursuant to the Energy Employees Occupa-
tional Illness Compensation Program Act of
2000; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

7370. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a petition filed on behalf of workers
from the Lawrence Berkeley National Lab-
oratory in Berkeley, California, to be added
to the Special Exposure Cohort (SEC), pursu-
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ant to the Energy Employees Occupational
Illness Compensation Program Act of 2000; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

7371. A letter from the Assistant Attorney
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the Department’s quarterly report from
the Office of Privacy and Civil Liberties,
pursuant to Public Law 110-53, section 803
(121 Stat. 266, 360); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

7372. A letter from the Assistant Attorney
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the 2008 Annual Report of the National
Institute of Justice, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
3766(c) and 3789(e); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

7373. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zones;
March Fireworks displays within the Cap-
tain of the Port Puget Sound Area of Re-
sponsibility (AOR) [Docket No.: USCG-2010-
0143] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received April 22, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

7374. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety
Zone; Dive Platform, Pago Pago Harbor,
American Samoa [Docket No.: USCG-2010-
0002] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received April 22, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

7375. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Regu-
lated Navigation Area: Narraganset Bay, RI
and Mount Hope Bay, RI and MA, Including
the Providence River and Taunton River
[Docket No.: USCG-2009-0143 (formerly Dock-
et Nos. D01-05-094 and Docket No. USCG-01-
06-052] (RIN: 1625-AAl11) received April 22,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

7376. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Security
Zone; Freeport Channel Entrance, Freeport,
TX [Docket No.: USCG-2008-0125] (RIN: 1625-
AA87) received April 22, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7377. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Security
Zones; Brazos River, Freeport, TX [Docket
No.: USCG-2009-0501]1 (RIN: 1625-AA87) re-
ceived April 22, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7378. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety
Zone; NASSCO Launching of USNS Charles
Drew, San Diego Bay, San Diego, CA [Docket
No.: USCG-2010-0093] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived April 22, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7379. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Security
Zone; Freeport LNG Basin, Freeport, TX
[Docket No.: USCG-2008-0124] (RIN: 1625-
AA8T) received April 22, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7380. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety
Zone; Lake Mead Intake Construction; Lake
Mead, Boulder City, NV [Docket No.: USCG-
2009-1031] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received April 22,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.
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7381. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Regu-
lated Navigation Area; Hudson River South
of the Troy Locks, New York [Docket No.:
USCG-2010-0009] (RIN: 1625-AA11) received
April 22, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7382. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Industry Director Directive #3 LMSB Tier
II Issue Section 172(f) Specified Liability
Losses received April 15, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

7383. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
consistent with the requirements of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for FY
2009; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity.

——

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts: Committee
on Financial Services. H.R. 5072. A bill to im-
prove the financial safety and soundness of
the FHA mortgage insurance program; with
an amendment (Rept. 111-476). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. HOLT:

H.R. 5228. A bill to amend the Help Amer-
ica Vote Act of 2002 to establish standards
for the publication of the poll tapes used in
elections for Federal office, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

By Mr. HOLT:

H.R. 5229. A bill to amend the Help Amer-
ica Vote Act of 2002 to establish standards
for the transparent and accurate tabulation
of votes and aggregation of vote counts in
elections for Federal office, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

By Mr. HEINRICH:

H.R. 5230. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to carry out a pilot program on col-
laborative energy security; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to
the Committee on Science and Technology,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself
and Mr. SCHIFF):

H.R. 5231. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to clarify that persons who
enter into a conspiracy within the United
States to possess or traffic illegal controlled
substances outside the United States, or en-
gage in conduct within the United States to
aid or abet drug trafficking outside the
United States, may be criminally prosecuted
in the United States, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in
addition to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
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consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. KRATOVIL:

H.R. 5232. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to permit a court to sentence
an offender who is determined to be sexually
dangerous to a term of special confinement
for the prevention of sexual predation, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Ms. SHEA-PORTER (for herself, Mr.
JONES, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. FORBES, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. HINOJOSA,

Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr.
OWENS):

H.R. 5233. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to recognize the contributions
made by the spouses of members of the
Armed Forces who serve in combat through
the presentation of an official lapel button,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. WEINER (for himself and Mr.
MORAN of Kansas):

H.R. 5234. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act, the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act, the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, and title XVIII of the So-
cial Security Act to ensure transparency and
proper operation of pharmacy benefit man-
agers; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committees on
Ways and Means, and Education and Labor,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr.
ROGERS of Michigan):

H.R. 5235. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to exempt blood glucose
self-testing equipment and supplies fur-
nished by small retail community phar-
macies from Medicare competitive acquisi-
tion programs; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr.
TANNER, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. BERRY,
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Ms. GRANGER, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. PERLMUTTER,
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PASCRELL, and Mr.
YARMUTH):

H.R. 5236. A bill to amend SAFETEA-LU to
ensure that projects that assist the estab-
lishment of aerotropolis transportation sys-
tems are eligible for certain grants, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. ALTMIRE (for himself and Mr.
DENT):

H.R. 5237. A bill to add joining a foreign
terrorist organization or engaging in or sup-
porting hostilities against the United States
or its allies to the list of acts for which
United States nationals would lose their na-
tionality; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah (for himself
and Mr. CHAFFETZ):

H.R. 5238. A Dbill to exempt the State of
Utah from Federal programs in the areas of
education, transportation, and Medicaid so
that the State of Utah can undertake inno-
vative methods to manage these government
programs using Utah’s portion of Federal
revenues for these programs, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and Labor, and in addition to the Commit-
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tees on Energy and Commerce, and Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. BOSWELL (for himself, Mr.

BRALEY of Iowa, and Mr. LOEBSACK):

H.R. 5239. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide an additional 25
percent allowance for the deduction of quali-
fied residence interest with respect to a prin-
cipal residence, and to waive recapture of the
first-time homebuyer tax credit with respect
to residences purchased during 2008; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida:

H.R. 5240. A bill to provide for child safety,
care, and education continuity in the event
of a presidentially declared disaster; to the
Committee on Education and Labor, and in
addition to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce, and Transportation and Infra-
structure, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself, Mr. MAR-
KEY of Massachusetts, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina,
Mr. FARR, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. McCoL-
LUM, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, and Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN of California):

H.R. 5241. A Dbill to establish an inde-
pendent, nonpartisan commission to inves-
tigate the causes and impact of, and evaluate
and improve the response to, the explosion,
fire, and loss of life on and sinking of the
Mobile Drilling Unit Deepwater Horizon and
the resulting uncontrolled release of crude
oil into the Gulf of Mexico, and to ensure
that a similar disaster is not repeated; to the
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. COURTNEY:

H.R. 5242. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to establish a disaster recovery
assistance program for businesses, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. CUELLAR:

H.R. 5243. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to clarify
that the Act does not affect standards or pro-
cedures in medical malpractice actions; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (for himself,
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. ROSKAM, and Mr.
DAvVIs of Kentucky):

H.R. 5244. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come amounts received for services by a stu-
dent at a work-college; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOLDEN (for himself and Mr.
SHUSTER):

H.R. 5245. A Dbill to establish minimum
standards for engineered glass beads used in
reflective markings; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. KENNEDY:

H.R. 5246. A bill to examine and improve

the child welfare workforce, and for other
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purposes; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Mr.
McCAUL, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. Lo-
RETTA SANCHEZ of California, Ms.
MARKEY of Colorado, and Mr. SMITH
of Washington):

H.R. 5247. A Dbill to establish a National
Cyberspace Office, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services, and Intelligence
(Permanent Select), for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr.
CASTOR  of
GARAMENDI):

H.R. 5248. A bill to amend the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act to prohibit the leas-
ing of any area of the outer Continental
Shelf for the exploration, development, or
production of oil, gas, or any other mineral;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. PERLMUTTER (for himself,
Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, Ms. MAR-
KEY of Colorado, Mr. KAGEN, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr.
DAVIS of Tennessee):

H.R. 5249. A bill to provide amortization
authority in certain situations, for purposes
of capital calculation under the Financial
Institutions Examination Council’s Consoli-
dated Reports of Condition and Income; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. SABLAN:

H.R. 5250. A bill to direct the Election As-
sistance Commission to make an election ad-
ministration improvement payment to the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands under title I of the Help America Vote
Act of 2002, to treat the Commonwealth as a
State for the other purposes of such Act, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mrs. SCHMIDT (for herself, Mr.
CAO0, Mr. LAMBORN, and Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina):

H.R. 5251. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against
tax for birth mothers whose children are
adopted; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. SPRATT:

H.R. 5252. A Dbill to amend the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 and
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide
incentives for the development of solar en-
ergy; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. TTAHRT:

H.R. 5253. A bill to provide for Federal
agencies to develop public access policies re-
lating to research conducted by employees of
that agency or from funds administered by
that agency; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, Mr. WU, Mrs. DAVIS of
California, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
NEAL of Massachusetts, Ms. BERKLEY,
Ms. MATSUI, Ms. LEE of California,
Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. PASCRELL,
Mr. Poris, Mr. MORAN of Virginia,
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
SPRATT, Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia,
Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. STARK, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. FARR,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.

PALLONE (for himself, Ms.
Florida, and Mr.
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ToONKO, Mr. SCHAUER, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. KIND,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. WATSON, Mr.
HoLT, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. ACKERMAN,
Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. PLATTS,

Mr. FILNER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms.
SCHWARTZ, Ms. McCOLLUM, Ms.
CLARKE, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. CAO, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.

Dicks, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. SNYDER,
Ms. NORTON, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. HALL
of New York, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ROTHMAN
of New Jersey, Ms. HIRONO, Mr.
WATT, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. YARMUTH,
Ms. SUTTON, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr.
HARE):

H. Con. Res. 275. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for designation of the week
beginning on the second Sunday of Sep-
tember as Arts in Education Week; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. ANDREWS (for himself, Mr.
GARRETT of New Jersey, and Mr.
CULBERSON):

H. Con. Res. 276. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress relating to a
free trade agreement between the United
States and Taiwan; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee:

H. Res. 1333. A resolution expressing sup-
port for the goals and ideals of Children’s
Book Week; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut:

H. Res. 1334. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.
considered and agreed to.

By Mr. KIRK (for himself and Ms.
BALDWIN):

H. Res. 1335. A resolution calling on the
Government of the Republic of Malawi to re-
spect the fundamental human rights of its
citizens, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself,

Mr. McCAUL, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
CARTER, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
MARCHANT, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
BURGESS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.

THORNBERRY, Mr. BRADY of Texas,
Ms. GRANGER, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CONAWAY,
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. HALL of Texas,
Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr.
ORTIZ, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Mr.
BARTON of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of
Texas, Mr. EDWARDS of Texas, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. REYES):

H. Res. 1336. A resolution congratulating
the University of Texas men’s swimming and
diving team for winning the NCAA Division
I national championship; to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

By Mr. COOPER (for himself, Mr.
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. ROE of Ten-
nessee, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. DUNCAN,
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. WAMP,
Mr. COHEN, and Mr. TANNER):

H. Res. 1337. A resolution expressing the
sympathy and condolences of the House of
Representatives to those people affected by
the flooding in Tennessee, Kentucky, and
Mississippi in May, 2010; to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. PLATTS,
Mr. EHLERS, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin,
and Ms. SLAUGHTER):

H. Res. 1338. A resolution recognizing the
significant accomplishments of AmeriCorps
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and encouraging all citizens to join in a na-
tional effort to raise awareness about the
importance of national and community serv-
ice; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.
By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself and
Mr. LINDER):

H. Res. 1339. A resolution expressing sup-
port for designation of May as National Fos-
ter Care Month and acknowledging the re-
sponsibility that Congress has to promote
safety, well-being, improved outcomes, and
permanency for the Nation’s collective chil-
dren; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO:

H. Res. 1340. A resolution congratulating
the California State Polytechnic University,
Pomona men’s basketball team for winning
the 2010 NCAA Division II Men’s Basketball
National Championship; to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

By Mr. RUPPERSBERGER:

H. Res. 1341. A resolution supporting K-12
geography education; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Ms.
MATSUI, Mr. ARCURI, Ms. BERKLEY,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms.
CLARKE, Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia,

Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. DOGGETT,
Ms. FUDGE, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.

HINOJOSA, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HOLT, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms.
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. KLEIN of
Florida, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. RICHARD-
SON, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. ROYBAL-AL-
LARD, Mr. SCHAUER, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Ms. SPEIER, Ms. TITUS, Ms. TSONGAS,
Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. DELAURO, and Mr.
FOSTER):
H. Res. 1342. A resolution entitled the
““Seniors Bill of Rights’’; to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

————

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois introduced a bill
(H.R. 5254) for the relief of Simaya T.K.
Eversley; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

———
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 197: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 208: Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. RICHARDSON,
and Mr. TIERNEY.

H.R. 235: Ms.
DAHLKEMPER.

H.R. 275: Mr. WALDEN, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr.
TiM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr.
CoOFFMAN of Colorado.

H.R. 422: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER.

H.R. 442: Mr. GOHMERT.

H.R. 476: Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 571: Mr. BisHOP of Georgia and Mrs.
EMERSON.

H.R. 673: Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania.

H.R. 758: Mr. LYNCH and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 949: Mr. RAHALL.

. 1067: Mr. HINCHEY.
. 1203: Mr. DEFAZIO.
. 1324: Ms. PINGREE of Maine.

H.R. 1339: Mr. ANDREWS.

H.R. 1351: Mr. WILSON of Ohio and Mr.
BACA.

GRANGER and Mrs.
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H.R. 1522: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 1547: Mr. BERMAN.

H.R. 1587: Mrs. HALVORSON.

H.R. 1625: Mr. BoyD, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. HARE, and Mr. ROTHMAN of New
Jersey.

H.R. 1670: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1682: Mr. BILBRAY.

H.R. 1806: Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr. KILDEE,
and Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 1829: Ms. SUTTON and Mrs. MCMORRIS
RODGERS.

H.R. 1855:
SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 1889: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 1894: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr.
LATHAM.

H.R. 1895: Mr. LEE of New York.

H.R. 2049: Ms. BERKLEY.

H.R. 2054: Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr.
PAYNE, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER.

H.R. 2067: Mr. HOLDEN and Mr. BACA.

H.R. 2084: Mr. HALL of Texas.

H.R. 2136: Ms. NORTON, Mr. CAao, Mr. WU,
and Mr. CARNAHAN.

H.R. 2142: Mr. PETERSON.

H.R. 2149: Mr. CHILDERS.

H.R. 2176: Mr. ALTMIRE.

H.R. 2212: Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 2275: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. LYNCH, Ms.
SUTTON, Mr. CAO0, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK of Michigan, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr.
GRIJALVA.

H.R. 2287: Mr. ISSA.

H.R. 2305: Mr. MORAN of Kansas.

H.R. 2324: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 2336: Mr. WU.

H.R. 2378: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. BOREN, and
Mr. HODES.

H.R. 2443:

H.R. 2455:

H.R. 2480:

H.R. 2485:

H.R. 2521:

H.R. 2546:

H.R. 2575:

Mr. QUIGLEY and Ms.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

BERRY.

SCHIFF and Mr. TOWNS.
ALTMIRE.

ZOE LOFGREN of California.
PERRIELLO.

CLAY and Ms. KAPTUR.
FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 2582: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 2625: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 2746: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr.
GORDON of Tennessee, and Mr. WU.

H.R. 2791: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 2807: Mrs. CAPPS.

H.R. 2946: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 2964: Mr. MOORE of Kansas.

H.R. 3035: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 3039: Mr. AUSTRIA.

H.R. 3048: . WEINER.

. 3076: . RICHARDSON.

. 3116: . PASCRELL.

. 3185: . COURTNEY.

. 3189: . SCALISE.

. 3202: . TIERNEY.

. 3240: . CASTLE and Ms. WATERS.

H.R. 3286: Mr. WEINER.

H.R. 3339: Mr. POMEROY, Mr. FARR, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. GARAMENDI, and
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.

H.R. 3353: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 3380: Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 3408: Mr. HoLT, Mr. CLEAVER, and Mr.
LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 3492: Ms. HIRONO.

H.R. 3554: Mr. WEINER.

H.R. 3615: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 3652: Mr. COHEN, Mr. KIND, Ms. ESHOO,
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, and Mr. NADLER of
New York.

H.R. 36565: Mr. WILSON of Ohio.

H.R. 3666: Mr. GERLACH and Mr. KAGEN.

H.R. 3668: Mr. BARROW and Mr. SMITH of
Texas.

H.R. 3705: Ms. CHU.

H.R. 3745: Ms. MCCOLLUM.

H.R. 3758: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 3781: Mr. ROSS.
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H.R. 3787: Mr.

H.R. 3790: Mr.
JORSKI, and Mr.

H.R. 3826: Mr.

H.R. 3919: Mr.

H.R. 3924: Mr.

H.R. 3936: Mr. YARMUTH.

H.R. 3943: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 3989: Mr. BIsHOP of Utah and Ms.
HIRONO.

H.R. 3990: Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 3995: Mr. COHEN and Ms. PINGREE of
Maine.

H.R. 4034: Mr. WALZ.

H.R. 4037: Mr. BOUCHER.

H.R. 4070: Ms. JENKINS.

H.R. 4109: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr.
PAUL.

H.R. 4128:
. 4148:
. 4175:
. 4198:
. 4263:
. 42178:
. 4318:
. 4324:
. 43175:
. 4396:

BUYER.

AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. KAN-
THOMPSON of Mississippi.
ROONEY.

PoLIs.

SCALISE and Mr. BURGESS.

. TIERNEY.

. BRADY of Pennsylvania.
. JORDAN of Ohio.

. TERRY.

. PRICE of North Carolina.
. UPTON and Mr. MITCHELL.
. HIRONO.

. BOCCIERI.

. KAGEN.

. KINGSTON.

. 4399: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 4405: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. LEWIS
of Georgia, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida,
and Mr. BACA.

H.R. 4427:
REHBERG.

H.R. 4480: Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. KIND, Mr.
SKELTON, and Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 4502: Mr. HILL.

H.R. 4509: Mr.
DAHLKEMPER.

H.R. 4525: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota.

H.R. 4541: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mr.
GRAYSON.

H.R. 45649: Mr. WEINER and Mr. PERRIELLO.

H.R. 4568: Mr. HOLDEN.

H.R. 4598: Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 4601: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 4603: Mr. THORNBERRY.

H.R. 4632: Mr. GRAYSON.

Ms. RICHARDSON and Mr.

PuTNAM and  Mrs.

H.R. 4689: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. WEINER, Mr.
SIRES, and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 4690: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 4693: Mr. NYE.

H.R. 4694: Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 4722: Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 4733: Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 4748: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 4755: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. MAFFEL.

H.R. 4788: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. MOORE of Kan-

sas, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. ROTHMAN of New
Jersey, Mr. MCNERNEY, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
GRAYSON, Ms. RICHARDSON, Ms. PINGREE of
Maine, and Mr. DEFAZIO.

H.R. 4812: Ms. HARMAN, Mr.
MCNERNEY, and Mr. DEUTCH.

H.R. 4844: Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 4859: Mr. EDWARDS of Texas.

H.R. 4866: Ms. GIFFORDS and Mr. THORN-
BERRY.

H.R. 4870: Mr. HARE and Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia.

H.R. 4879: Mr. FILNER, Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms.
LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr. JACKSON

SPACE, Mr.

of Illinois, Mr. MCMAHON, and Mrs.
NAPOLITANO.
H.R. 4888: Ms. BORDALLO and Mr.
MCNERNEY.

H.R. 4920: Mr. HARE, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. CLAY, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. WATT, Ms. EDWARDS of Mary-
land, Ms. WATSON, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of
Florida, Ms. WATERS, Ms. LEE of California,
and Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 4925: Mr. COHEN, Mr. MOORE of Kansas,
and Mr. MAFFEIL
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H.R. 4933: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.
H.R. 4940: Mr. BURTON of Indiana and Mr.

KILDEE.

H.R. 4959: Mr. MARSHALL and Mr. FRANK of
Massachusetts.

H.R. 4961: Mr. ScoTT of Georgia, Ms.

WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mr. CLEAVER.

H.R. 4972: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, and Mr. CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 4985: Mr. LATHAM and Mr. BOOZMAN.

H.R. 4990: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 4995: Mr. CARTER.

H.R. 4999: Mr. BOOZMAN.

H.R. 5015: Mr. TOwNS, Ms. CHU, Mr. BRALEY
of Towa, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. FUDGE,
Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HARE, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. WATERS, Mr.
BisHOP of New York, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. PoLis, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CLAY, and Ms.
VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 5021: Mr. WEINER.

H.R. 5028: Mr. CONYERS and Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 5034: Mr. WALZ, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. CARSON of Indi-
ana.

H.R. 5035: Mr. CAo.

H.R. 5040: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
MARSHALL, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. HODES.

H.R. 5042: Mr. HODES and Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas.

H.R. 5044: Mr. PETERS, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr.
DEUTCH, Ms. TITUS, and Mr. PERRIELLO.

H.R. 5054: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia and Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 5055: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5065: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr.
LATTA, and Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 5072: Mr. LYNCH and Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 5092: Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. BACHUS, Mrs.
BACHMANN, Mr. LATTA, Mr. FORTENBERRY,
Mr. TIAHRT, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. KINGSTON,
Mr. DENT, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. ALEXANDER,
Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. POSEY, Mr.
BARTON of Texas, Mr. LUCAS, Ms. GRANGER,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.
COLE, and Mrs. LUMMIS.

H.R. 5093: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. SCOTT
of Virginia, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. CHU, Mr.
MEEK of Florida, Ms. WATSON, and Mr.
POSEY.

H.R. 5107: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 5111: Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. SMITH
of Texas, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California,
Mr. WHITFIELD, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan,
Mr. UPTON, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. WESTMORELAND,
Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. EHLERS, and Mr. MORAN of
Kansas.

H.R. 5117: Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. GARAMENDI.

H.R. 5120: Mr. REICHERT, Ms. BORDALLO,
and Mr. MURPHY of New York.

H.R. 5126: Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 5129: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 5137: Ms. WATSON and Mr. HODES.

H.R. 5142: Mr. PoLIis, Ms. RICHARDSON, and
Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 5143: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. BOUCHER, and
Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 5144: Mr. EDWARDS of Texas and Mr.
OLSON.

H.R. 5145: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 5156: Mr. SCHIFF and Ms. SUTTON.

H.R. 5159: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mr. STARK.

H.R. 5173: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina
and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H.R. 5177: Mr. PENCE, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr.
LATHAM, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. SKELTON, and
Mr. MORAN of Kansas.

H.R. 5191: Mr. MEEKS of New York and Ms.
LEE of California.

H.R. 5200: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 5207: Mr. HERGER and Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 5210: Mrs. CAPPS.

H.R. 5213: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mrs. DAVIS
of California.
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H.R. 5214: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HARE, Mr. HALL of
New York, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. LANGEVIN, and
Mr. CHANDLER.

H.R. 5220: Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
ALTMIRE, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. ESHOO, Mrs.
McCARTHY of New York, Mr. MCDERMOTT,
Mr. Dicks, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr.
MOORE of Kansas, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. TITUS,
Mr. SESTAK, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. LUJAN, Mr.
BOSWELL, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. MELANCON, Ms.
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. WALz, Mr.
TONKO, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DRIEHAUS,
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr.
SPRATT, Mr. MATHESON, Ms. KILROY, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. OLVER, Mr. FOSTER, Mr.
HONDA, Mr. STARK, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr.
BOREN, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. PINGREE of
Maine, Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts, Mr.
MINNICK, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
ELLSWORTH, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. LLYNCH, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, and Ms.
SUTTON.

H.R. 5226: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. MOORE of
Kansas, Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. MAFFEI, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. RAHALL,
Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. ALTMIRE,
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. SPACE, and Mr. Bou-
CHER.

H.J. Res. 42: Mr. GRIFFITH.

H.J. Res. 61: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.J. Res. 76: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KINGSTON,
and Mr. REHBERG.

H. Con. Res. 30: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.

H. Con. Res. 201: Mr. BILBRAY.

H. Con. Res. 226: Mrs. DAVIS of California.
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H. Con. Res. 230: Mr. FLEMING, Mr.
WITTMAN, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.
DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. BARTLETT, and Ms.
FALLIN.

H. Con. Res. 260: Ms. BEAN, Mr. CALVERT,
Mr. YouNG of Florida, Mr. BACA, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. SCALISE, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. ARCURI, Mr.
PIERLUISI, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. SARBANES, and
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky.

H. Con. Res. 266: Mr. MICHAUD and Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.

H. Con. Res. 268: Ms. NORTON, Ms. MATSUI,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. BACA.

H. Con. Res. 271: Mr. BRADY of Texas and
Mr. POE of Texas.

H. Con. Res. 274: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SIMP-
SON, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California, Mr.
MANZULLO, and Mr. CANTOR.

H. Res. 173: Mr. KANJORSKI, Ms. BALDWIN,
Mr. PETERSON, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey,
Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. MEEK
of Florida.

H. Res. 363: Mr. GRAYSON.

H. Res. 407: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. TURNER.

H. Res. 416: Ms. BALDWIN and Ms. WATSON.

H. Res. 582: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. RICHARDSON,
and Mr. CONYERS.

H. Res. 584: Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, Mr.
DiIicks, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. MORAN of Kansas,
Mr. ELLSWORTH, and Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky.

H. Res. 764: Ms. BERKLEY.

H. Res. 873: Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. GORDON of
Tennessee, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas.

H. Res. 989: Mr. GRAYSON and Mr. HODES.
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H. Res. 1056: TIBERI and Mr. MURPHY of
New York.

H. Res. 1060:

H. Res. 1073:

H. Res. 1143:

H. Res. 1155:

H. Res. 1175: Mr. JONES.

H. Res. 1211: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. HASTINGS
of Florida, Mr. MURPHY of New York, Mr. ED-
WARDS of Texas, and Mr. BACA.

H. Res. 1226: Mr. POSEY.

H. Res. 1229: Mr. YOUNG of Florida.

H. Res. 1251: Mr. EDWARDS of Texas.

H. Res. 1265: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H. Res. 1273: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
CULBERSON, and Mr. CANTOR.

H. Res. 1279: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H. Res. 1291: Mr. MURPHY of New York, Mr.
TOWNS, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. PAT-
RICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. SIRES, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr.
WELCH, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr.
BisHoP of New York, Mr. WEINER, and Mr.
MCNERNEY.

H. Res. 1294: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. ROSKAM, and
Mr. TAYLOR.

H. Res. 1297: Mr. MEEK of Florida.

H. Res. 1302: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. YOUNG of
Alaska.

H. Res. 1313: Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr.
LATTA, and Mr. LAMBORN.

H. Res. 1321: Ms. LEE of California.

H. Res. 1330: Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. HIRONO,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. MORAN of Virginia,

Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

DUNCAN.

MORAN of Kansas.
HARE.

Ms. SUTTON.

Mr. LEwIS of Georgia, Mr. PoLIS, Mrs.
MALONEY, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA.
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